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Rules and Regulations 


Finfarul Register 

Vo!. W. No. 236 
Wednesday. December 7. 1983 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are Keyed to and codified m 
the Code of Foderal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titios pursuant to 44 
US.C. 1510 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Supenntondent of Documents 
Prices of new books are fcsted in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 51 

United States Standards for Grades of 
Summer Squash 

agency: Agricultural Marketing Service. 
USDA. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: This rule amends the 
voluntary U.S. Standards for Grades of 
Summer Squash. This action being taken 
by the Agricultural Marketing Service 
(AMS) will change the basis of 
determining percentages of offsize and 
defects from weight to count. Studies 
have confirmed that this action will 
materially reduce inspection time 
without affecting the accuracy of grade 
certification. AMS has the responsibility 
to review and amend its grade 
standards whenever such action would 
make them more effective and 
compatible with current marketing 
practices. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: |anuary 6.1964. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Philip C, Eastman. Fresh Products 
Branch. Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Washington. 
D.C. 20250. (202) 447-5024. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule 
has been reviewed under USDA 
Procedures and Executive Order 12291 
and has been designated as a “non- 
major" rule. It will not result in an 
annual effect of $100 million or more. 
There will be no major increase in cost 
or prices for consumers; individual 
industries; Federal. State or local 
government agencies: or geographic 
regions. It will not result in significant 
effects on competition, employment, 
investments, productivity, innovations 


or the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

William T. Manley, Deputy 
Administrator. Agricultural Marketing 
Service, has certified that this action 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities, as defined by the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, Pub. L 98-354 (5 U.S.C. 
001). because it reflects current 
marketing practices. 

This amendment changes the basis for 
determining percentages of offsize and 
defects from weight to count. When 
these voluntary standards became 
effective in 1945. summer squash were 
shipped in a wide variety of shipping 
containers with no real uniformity of 
product size within the container. When 
products are not uniformly sized, it is 
standard practice to use weight as the 
basis for calculating percentages. This 
requires weighing the entire sample, as 
well as offsize and defective specimens. 

The produce industry in recent years 
has begun to standardize containers and 
technology has been developed 
providing uniform sizing of many 
agricultural products, including summer 
squash. Inspection personnel 
recommended that the basis for 
determining percentages for offsize and 
defects be changed from weight to 
count. Studies have shown that count as 
the basis for computing percentages can 
reduce inspection time up to 50 percent 
without sacrificing the accuracy of grade 
certification. 

The proposal to amend the U.S. 
Standards for Grades of Summer Squash 
was published in the Federal Register on 
August 26.1983 (48 FR 38848-38847), 
with a comment period ending October 
25,1983. Copies of the proposal were 
widely distributed to interested persons 
for review and comment. No comments 
were received. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
has determined that the issuance of 
these amended standards will benefit 
industry by providing a time-saving 
method of calculating percentages, thus 
increasing the efficiency of inspection 
personnel. 

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 51 

Agricultural commodities. 

PART 51—IAMENDED1 

7 CFR Part 51 is amended as follows: 


In § 51.4051. the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read: 

$51.4051 U.S. No. 1. 

• • • • * 

(a) Tolerances. In order to allow for 
variations incident to proper grading 
and handling, the following tolerances, 
by count, are provided as specified: 

• • • • • 

In $ 51.4052, the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read: 

$51.4052 U.S. No. 2. 

• • • • • 

(a) Tolerances . In order to allow for 
variations incident to proper grading 
and handling, the following tolerances, 
by count, are provided as specified: 

• • i * • 

(Agricultural Marketing Ac! of 1946. Sees. 
203. 205. 60 Stat. 10B7. as amended. 1090 as 
amended 17 U.S.C. 1622.1624) 

Done at Washington, D.C. on: December 1, 
1983, 

William T. Manley, 

Deputy Administrator, Marketing Program 
Operations. 

|PR Ooc W-WS51 *45 «m| 

BILLING COOC M10-C3-N 


Commodity Credit Corporation 
7 CFR Part 1446 

General Regulations Governing 1982 
Through 1985 Crops Peanut 
Warehouse Storage Loans and 
Handler Operations (Amendment 1) 

agency: Community Credit Corporation, 
USDA. 

action: Interim rule. 

summary: This interim rule revises 7 
CFR 1446.54 relating to the contracting 
of “additional" peanuts (i.c.. non-quota 
peanuts) for crushing or export. Section 
359 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1936, as amended, provides that 
contracts for additional peanuts must be 
submitted to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation (CCC) for approval prior to 
April 15 of the crop year in which the 
peanuts are produced. Previously, CCC 
has required that contracts be filed on 
Form CCC-1005. This Interim Rule 
eliminates the form and the requirement 
that the contract be on the form, but 
otherwise maintains the minimum 
requirements of $1446.54 which are 
applicable to additional peanut 
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contracts. It has been determined by the 
agency that this revision will provide 
increased flexibility to handlers and 
producers contracting additional 
peanuts for crushing or export. This rule 
also adds a new $1446.67 which sets 
forth the control numbers assigned by 
the Office of Management and Budget 
for records requirements in 7 CKR Part 
1446. Interested parties are invited to 
submit written comments on the Interim 
Rule. 

EFFECTIVE DAT*: December 7.1983. 
Comments must be received on or 
before February 8.1984 in order to be 
assured of consideration. 
addresses: Send comments to the 
Director. Tobacco and Peanuts Division. 
ASCS. Department of Agriculture. P.O. 
Box 2415. Washington. D.C. 20013. 
Comments received may be inspected at 
Room 5750 South Building. USDA. 
between 8:15 a.m. and 4:45 p.m.. Monday 
through Friday. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David L Kincannon (ASCS). 202-382- 
0154. The Final Regulatory Impact 
Analysis has been prepared and is 
available upon request. 

supplementary information: This 
Interim Rule has been reviewed under 
USDA procedures established in 
accordance with Executive Order 12291 
and Secretary's Memorandum No. 1512- 
1 and has been classified "not major". It 
has been determined that this rule will 
not result in: (1) An annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more: (2) a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries. 
Federal. State and local governments, or 
geographical regions; or (3) significant 
adverse effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

Information collection requirements 
contained in 7 CFR Part 1446 have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) in accordance with 
the provisions of 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35 
und have been assigned OMB Numbers 
0500-0003. 0560-0008. 0560-0014, 0560- 
0015. 0560-0023. 0560-0024. 0560-0076. 
0560-0102, 0560-0107. and 0560-0108. 

The title and number of the Federal 
assistance program to which this rule 
applies are: Commodity Loans and 
Purchases, 10.051, as found in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this rule since CCC is not 
required by 5 U.S.C 553 or any other 


provision of law to publish a notice of 
proposed rulemaking with respect to the 
subject matter of this rule. 

Preparations for contracting for 1984 
crop additional peanuts have already 
begun within the industry. In order to 
make the limited change in the 
contracting procedures for additional 
peanuts as provided for in this Interim 
Rule effective for the 1984 crop year, it is 
necessary that the Interim Rule be 
published and made effective 
immediately. Producers and handlers 
need to know at the earliest possible 
date if the form which previously was 
required to be used for the contracting 
of additional peanuts will also be 
required for the 1984 crop, especially 
since producers and handlers may wish 
to vary their agreements from those of 
past years based on their experiences 
with the short 1983 crop. Aside from 
basic informational items, the form 
contract, now eliminated, contained 
provisions related to delivery 
obligations and liens, as well as pre¬ 
printed optional provisions. The form 
also included a section entitled "other 
provisions" which allowed the handler 
and producer to add supplementary 
terms and conditions to the contract. 

For the reasons set forth above, it has 
been determined that this Interim Rule 
shall become effective upon the date of 
publication in the Federal Register. 
However* comments are solicited with 
respect to the Interim Rule for a period 
of 60 days after publication of this 
document in the Foderal Register. A 
final rule discussing any comments 
received and any amendment to this 
Interim Rule which may be required will 
be published in the Federal Register as 
soon as possible. 

Section 359 of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
provides that additional peanuts (i.e.. 
peanuts grown in excess of a quota or 
without a quota) must be: (1) Pledged as 
price support loan collateral at the 
additional loan rate, or (2) marketed for 
crushing or for export in accordance 
with contracts entered into between 
handlers and producers. Section 359 also 
provides that contracts for additional 
peanuts must be submitted to the 
Secretary of Agriculture for approval 
prior to April 15 of the year in which 
such peanuts are grown. 

CCC has required for past crops that 
all additional peanut contracts be 
submitted on Form CCC-1005 ("Handler 
Contract with Producers for Purchase of 
Additional Peanuts for Crushing or 
Export"). The use of Form CCC-1005 
was designed to provide a standard 
contract to better enable county 
Agricultural Stabilization and 


Conservation Service (ASCS) offices to 
approve or disapprove such contracts as 
required by the 1938 Act. However, 
complaints have been received 
suggesting that the form favors, in some 
instances, one party over another. Upon 
reviewing contracting procedures for 
additional peanuts, it has been 
determined by the agency that the Form 
CCC-1005 should be eliminated in order 
to provide increased flexibility to the 
parties in arriving at mutually agreeable 
terms and conditions for contracting 
additional peanuts. Elimination of the 
form and the requirement previously 
contained in S 1446.54 that contracts be 
filed on Form CCC-1005 will also 
emphasize that contracts for additional 
peanuts involve private undertakings 
between handlers and producers, 
although CCC bears an interest in 
ensuring that additional peanuts are 
properly handled once the peanuts are 
delivered under any such contract. 
Although the form has been eliminated, 
all additional peanuts contracts 
submitted for approval must still, at a 
minimum, contain those items specified 
by i 1446.54(a) of the regulations. Those 
items include, among other things, 
specifications of quantity and price and 
the signatures of the parties. Except for 
the elimination of the form and the 
requirement that additional peanuts 
contracts be submitted on the form, the 
contracting procedure and the 
regulations governing additional peanut 
contracts have not been changed. The 
specific terms and conditions of 
individual contracts are the 
responsibility of the producer and 
handler. Further, approval of an 
additional peanut contract by a county 
ASCS office does not constitute a 
determination of the respective rights 
and obligations of the handler and 
producer in the event of a dispute. 

In addition to the revision of { 1446.54 
to eliminate the requirement that Form 
CCC-1005 be used for additional peanut 
contracts, a new $ 1446.67 has been 
added to include the control numbers for 
Part 1446 issued by OMB pursuant to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1446 

Loan programs—agriculture. Peanuts, 
Price support programs. Warehouses. 

Interim Rule 

PART 1446—(AMENOEDI 

Accordingly, 7 CFR Part 1446 is 
amended as follows: 

1. The table of contents to Subpart— 
General Regulations Governing 1982 
through 1985 Crops Peanut Warehouse 
Storage Loans and Handler Operations 
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is amended by adding the following 
entry for section 1446.07 as follows: 


1446.67—Paperwork Reduction Act 

Assigned Numbers 

2. Section 1446.54 is amended by 
removing paragraph (d), redesignating 
paragraphs (e). (f). and (g), as (d). (e). 
and (f) respectively, and by revising 
paragraph (a) to read as follows: 

11446.54 Contracts for additional peanuts 
for crushing and exportation. 

(a) Contracts between handlers and 
producers . Handlers who have a U.S. 
address may contract with producers to 
by additional peanuts from producers 
for crushing or exportation, or both: 
Provided however. That producers 
approved as producer-handlers under 
Part 1421 of this title, for the purpose of 
immediate buyback of their additional 
peanuts, may not contract with them 
selves. All contracts for sales of 
additional peanuts shall be completed 
and submitted to the county office for 
approval prior to April 15 of the year in 
which the crop is produced. Such 
contracts cannot be sold or traded, 
except under the terms and conditions 
specified in paragraph (b) of this 
section. Contracts, in order to be 
approved by the county committee, shall 
include at least the following: 

(i) The name and address of the 
producer, 

(ii) The State and County code of the 
State and County in which the 
additional peanuts are to be produced: 

(iii) The name, and address of the 
handler, and registration number. 

(iv) The amount of Segregation 1, 
Segregation 2, or Segregation 3 peanuts 
in pounds; 

(v) The contract price shown as a 
percentage of the quota peanut support 

rate: 

(vi) The signature of the producer, 

and, 

(vii) The signature of the handler or 
authorized agent of the handler. 

' * * * • * 

3. Section 1446.67 is added to read as 

follows: 

§ 1448.67 Paperwork Reduction Act 
Assigned Numbers. 

The information collection 
requirements contained in these 
regulations (7 CFR 1446) have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) in accordance with 
44 U.S.C. Chapter 35 and have been 
assigned OMB Control Numbers 0500- 
0003, 0560-0006, 0500-0014. 0500-0015, 
0560-0023, 0560-0024, 0560-0076. 0560- 
0102. 0560-0107. and 0560-0106, 


Authority: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Slat. 1070, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 714 b and c): Secs. 101. 
108 A, 401. et seq ., 63 Stat. 1051, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 1441.1445C-1.1421. et seq.), Secs. 
359. 375,52 Slat. 31. 64. as emended (7 U.S.C. 
1359,1375). 

Signed at Washington. D.C. on December 1. 
1983. 

Everett Rank. 

Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

pit Doc 63-32506 Fltod 12-2-63; »44 •H 
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Farmers Home Administration 
7 CFR Part 1944 

Section 502 Rural Housing Loan 
Policies, Procedures, and 
Authorizations 

agency: Farmers Home Administration, 
USDA. 

action: Final rule; correction. 


summary: The Farmers Home 
Administration (PmHA) corrects a final 
rule published September 9,1963 (48 FR 
40697). In the amendment to FmHA's 
regulation regarding Section 502 Rural 
Housing loans, published on September 
9,1983, the phrase "as a citizen" was 
inadvertently not carried over from the 
previously published version of the 
regulation. The intent of this action is to 
incorporate this phrase back into the 
regulation. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Joyce M. Halasz, Loan Specialist Single 
Family Housing Processing Division, 
Farmers Home Administration. USDA, 
Room 5351, South Agriculture Building, 
14th and Independence Avenue, SW. 
Washington. DC, 20250, Telephone (202) 
382-1489. 

PART 1944—HOUSING 

The following correction is made in 
FR Doc. 83-24700 appearing on pages 
40697 and 40698 in the issue of 
September 9.1983. 

Paragraph (c) of i 1944.9 appearing on 
page 40698 is corrected to read as 
follows: 

5 1944.9 Other eligibility requirements. 

• • • • • 

(c) Be a natural person (individual) 
who resides as a citizen in any of the 50 
States, the commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam. 
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Marianas, or the Trust 
Territory of the Western Pacific Islands, 
or a noncitizen who resides in one of the 
foregoing areas after being legally 


admitted for permanent residence or on 
indefinite parole. Permanent residents 
will verify their status by presentation 
of Form 1-151 or Form 1-551, "Alien 
Registration Receipt Card," or any later 
revision of the form. Those on indefinite 
parole must present Form 1-94, "Arrival/ 
Departure Card." or any later revision of 
the form. If the authenticity of the 
information shown on the aliens'a 
identification document is questioned, 
the County Supervisor may request the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(INS) to verify the information appearing 
on the alien's identification card by 
completing INS Form G-G41, 
"Application for Verification of 
Information from Immigration and 
Naturalization Records” (obtainable 
from the nearest INS District. See 
Exhibit B of this Subpart), and mailing 
the form to INS. The payment of a 
service fee by FmHA to INS is waived 
by inserting in the upper right hand 
comer of INS Form G-641, the following: 
"INTERAGENCY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT REQUEST'. 

(42 U.SC. 148th 7 CFR 2.23: 7 CFR 2.70) 

Dated: November 8,1983. 

Charles W. Shuman. 

Administrator, Farmers Home 
Administration . 

IKK Doc AJ-32S69 RW 12-4-61; 645 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 

8 CFR Part 238 

Contracts With Transportation Lines; 
Addition of Faucett Peruvian Airlines 

agency: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Justice. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: This rule adds Faucett 
Peruvian Airlines to the list of carriers 
which have entered into agreements 
with the Service to guarantee the 
passage through the United States in 
immediate and continuous transit of 
aliens destined to foreign countries. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Loretta J. Shogren. Director, Policy 
Directives and Instructions. Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. 425 Eye 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20530, 
Telephone: (202) 633-3048. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to 8 CFR 238.3 is published 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552. The 
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Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization Service entered into an 
agreement with Faucett Peruvian 
Airlines on November 18.1983 to 
guarantee passage through the United 
States in immediate and continuous 
transit of aliens destined to foreign 
countries. 

The agreement provides for the 
waiver of certain documentary 
requirements and facilitates the air 
travel of passengers on international 
flights while passing through the United 
States. 

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to 
notice of proposed rulemaking and 
delayed effective date is unnecessary 
because the amendment merely makes 
an editorial change to the listing of 
transportational lines. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b). the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization certifies that the rule will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

This order constitutes a notice to the 
public under 5 U.S.C. 552 and is not a 
rule within the definition of section 1(a) 
of E.0.12291. 

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 238 

Airlines. Aliens. Government 
contracts. Travel. Travel restriction. 

Accordingly. 8 CFR Part 238 is 
amended as follows: 

PART 238—CONTRACTS WITH 
TRANSPORTATION LINES 

5 238.3 I Amended I 

In S 238.3 Aliens in immediate and 
continuous transit, the listing of 
transportation lines in paragraph (h) 
Signatory lines is amended by: 

1. Adding in alphabetical sequence, 
“Faucett Peruvian Airlines'*. 

• • • • • 

(Secs. 103. 66 StHt. 173 (8 U.S C. 1103): 238. 
66 Star 202 (8 U.S.C. 1228)) 

Dated. November 29.1983. 

Andrew |. Carmichael. |r„ 

Associate Commissioner, Examinations , 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 

|FM Hnr CJ-J2SM Filed 12-* « 1145 »m| 
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8 CFR Part 238 

Contracts With Transportation Lines; 
United Airlines, Inc. 

agency: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. Justice. 
action: Final rule. 

Summary: This rule adds United 
Airlines. Inc. to the listing of carriers 
which have entered into agreements 


with the Service for the preinspection of 
their passengers and crews at locations 
outside the United States. 

EFFECTIVE date: November 16.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Loretta J. Shogren. Director. Policy 
Directives and Instructions. Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. 425 Eye 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20536, 
Telephone: (202) 633-3048. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Commissioner of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service has entered into 
an agreement with United Airlines. Inc. 
to provide for the preinspection of its 
passengers and crews as provided by 
section 238(b) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. as amended (8 U.S.C. 
1228(b)). Preinspection outside the 
United States facilitates processing 
passengers and crews upon arrival at a 
U.S- port of entry and is a convenience 
to the traveling public. 

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to 
notice of proposed rulemaking and 
delayed effective date is unnecessary 
because the amendment merely adds an 
air carrier to the present listing and is 
editorial in nature. 

in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b). the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization certifies that the rule will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. 

This order constitutes a notice to the 
public under 5 U.S.C. 552 and is not a 
rule within the definition of section 1(a) 
of E.0.12291. 

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 238 

Airlines. Aliens. Government 
contracts, Travel. Travel restriction. 

Accordingly. 8 CFR Part 238 is 
amended as follows: 

PART 238—CONTRACTS WITH 
TRANSPORTATION LINES 

§238.4 [Amended) 

Section 238.4 is amended as follows: 

1. Add in alphabetical order "United 
Airlines. Inc.", under “At Freeporl." 

• • • • • 

(Secs. 103. 66 Slat. 173 (8 US.C. 1103): 23fl. 66 
Stat. 202 (ft U.S.G 1228)) 

Dated: Decemlier 1. 1983. 

Andrew |. Carmichael. |r., 

Associate Commissioner. Examinations, 
Immigration and Naturalization Senior. 

IKK Par. 83-32558 FiWni 12 -*-83 845 «m| 
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FEOERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
16 CFR Part 3 

Amendment to Commission Rules of 
Practice; Correction 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Correction. 

summary: This document corrects a 
Commission document previously 
published in the Federal Register on 
Monday. Nov. 21,1983. In addition to the 
rules amendment contained in the 
previous notice, cross references in the 
redesignated paragraphs (c) and (e) 
were not mentioned. 

oate: These corrections are effective 
December 7.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Clarence R. Laing, Office of the General 
Counsel. Federal Trade Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20580. (202) 523-3722 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 
Doc. 83-31094. appearing in the Federal 
Register issued for Monday. Nov. 21. 
1983, 48 FR 52576, Section 3.51 was 
amended by revising paragraph (a), 
redesignating paragraphs (b) through (d) 
as (c) through (e). respectively, and 
adding a new paragraph (b). Cross 
references in the redesignated 
paragraphs are being changed to 
conform with those redesignations. 

In paragraph (c)(1), the reference to 
(b)(2) shall be changed to (c)(2). 

In paragraph (c)(3). reference to (b)(1) 
shall be changed to (c)(1). 

In paragraph (e)(2). the reference to 
(b)(1) shall be changed to (c)(1). 

Emily II. Rock. 

Secretary. 

IKK One Kiirii 12-8-*) 845 «m| 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17 CFR Part 211 

I Release No. SAB-551 

Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 55 

agency: Securities and Exchange . 
Commission. 

action: Publication of Staff Accounting 
Bulletin. 

summary: This Staff Accounting 
Bulletin expresses the staffs views 
concerning the allocation of expenses 
and related disclosure In financial 
statements of subsidiaries, divisions, or 
lesser business components of another 
entity. This Bulletin also amends Section 
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D of Topic 4 relating to the issuance of 
shares P r >°r lo-ag initial public offering. 
date: November 30,1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert Lavery or Michael P. McLaughlin, 
Office of the Chief Acxountant 
(202-272-2130) or Howard P. Hodges. Jr. 
or James O’Brien. Division of 
Corporation Finance (202-272-2553). 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington. D.C 20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

statements in Staff Accounting Bulletins 
are not rules or interpretations of the 
Commission nor are they published as 
bearing the Commission's official 
approval; they represent interpretations 
and practices followed by the Division 
of Corporation Finance and the Office of 
the Chief Accountant in administering 
the disclosure requirements of the 
Federal securities laws. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

November 30.1083. 

PART 211—(AMENDED) 

Accordingly. Part 211 of Title 17 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
by adding Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 
55 to the table found in Suhpart B, 

Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 55 

The staff hereby adds Section B to 
Topic 1 of the Staff Accounting Bulletin 
Series. Section B discusses the staffs 
approach in particular situations to the 
allocation of expenses and related 
disclosure in financial statements of 
subsidiaries, divisions, or lesser 
business components of another entity. 

The staff also hereby amends the 
Facts and the Question in Section D of 
Topic 4 of the Staff Accounting Bulletin 
Series. ar\d adds a second question to 
that Section. Section D relates to the 
issuance of shares to selected persons 
prior to an initial public offering. 

Topic 1: Financial Statements 

'#114 

&Allocation of Expenses and Related 
Disclosure in Financial Statements of 
Subsidiaries . Divisions or Lesser 
Business Components of Another Entity 

Facts: A company (the registrant) 
operates as a subsidiary of another 
company (parent), Certain expenses 
incuiTed by the parent on behalf of the 
subsidiary have not been charged to the 
subsidiary in the past. The subsidiary 
files a registration statement under the 
Securities Act of 1933 in connection with 
an initial public offering. 


1. Costs Reflected in Historical Financial 
Statements l - ~ ■ 

Question 7: Should the subsidiary'9 
historical income statements reflect all 
of the expenses that the parent incurred 
on its behalf? 

Interpretive Response : In general, the 
staff believes that the historical income 
statements of a registrant should reflect 
all of its costs of doing business. 
Therefore, in specific situations, the 
staff has required the subsidiary to 
revise its financial statements to include 
certain expenses incurred by the parent 
on its behalf. Examples of such 
expenses may include, but are not 
necesorily limited to the following 
(income taxes and interest are discussed 
separately below); 

1. Officer and employee salaries, 

2. Rent or depredation, 

3. Advertising, 

4. Accounting and legal services, and 

5. Other selling, general and 
administrative expenses. 

When the subsidiary’s financial 
statements have been previously 
reported on by independent accountants 
and have been used other than for 
internal purposes, the staff has accepted 
a presentation that shows income before 
tax as previously reported, followed by 
adjustments for expenses not previously 
allocated, income taxes, and adjusted 
net income. 

Question 2 : How should the amount of 
expenses incurred on the subsidiary's 
behalf by its parent be determined, and 
what disclosure is required in the 
financial statements? 

Interpretive Response : The staff 
expects any expenses clearly applicable 
to the subsidiary to be reflected in its 
income statements. However, the staff 
understands that in some situations a 
reasonable method of allocating 
common expenses to the subsidiary 
(e.g.. incremental or proportional cost 
allocation) must be chosen because 
specific identification of expenses is not 
practicable. In these situations, the staff 
has required an explanation of the 
allocation method used in the notes to 
the financial statements along with 
management’s assertion that the method 
used is reasonable. 

In addition, since agreements with 
related parties are by definition not at 
arms length and may be changed at any 
time, the staff has required footnote 
disclosure, when practicable, of 
management’s estimate of what the 
expenses (other than income taxes and 
interest discussed separately below) 
would have been on a stand alone 
basis—that is, the cost that would have 
been incurred if the subsidiary had 
operated aB an unaffiliated entity. The 


disclosure has been presented for each 
year for which an income statement was 
required when such basis produced 
materially different results. 

Question 3: What are the staff s views 
with respect to the accounting for and 
disclosure of the subsidiary's income tax 
expense? 

Interpretive Response: Recently, a 
number of parent companies have sold 
interests in subsidiaries, but have 
retained sufficient ownership interests 
to permit continued inclusion of the 
subsidiaries in their consolidated tax 
returns. The staff believes that it is 
material to investors to know what (he 
effect on income would have been if the 
registrant had not been eligible to be 
included in a consolidated income tax 
return with its parent. Some of these 
subsidiaries have calculated their tax 
provision on the separate return basis, 
which the staff believes is the preferable 
method. Others, however, have used 
different allocation methods. When the 
historical income statements in the filing 
do not reflect the tax provision on the 
separate return basis, the staff has 
required a pro forma income statement 
for the most recent year and interim 
period reflecting a tax provision 
calculated on the separate return basis. 

Question 4: Should the historical 
income statements reflect a charge for 
interest on intercompany debt if no such 
charge had been previously provided? 

Interpretive Response : The staff 
generally believes that financial 
statements are more useful to investors 
if they reflect all costs of doing business, 
including interest costs. Because of the 
inherent difficulty in distinguishing the 
elements of a subsidiary's capital 
structure, the staff has not insisted that 
the historical income statements include 
an interest charge on intercompany debt 
if such a charge was not provided in the 
past, except when debt specifically 
related to the operations of the 
subsidiary and previously carried on the 
parent's books will henceforth be 
recorded in the subsidiary’s books. In 
any case, financing arrangements with 
the parent must be discussed in a note 
to the financial statements. In this 
connection, the staff has taken the 
position that, where an interest charge 
on intercompany debt has not been 
provided, appropriate disclosure would 
include an analysis of the intercompany 
accounts as well as the average balance 
due to or from related parties for each 
period for which an income statement is 
required. The analysis of the 
intercompany accounts has taken the 
form of a listing of transactions (e.g.. the 
allocation of costs to the subsidiary, 
intercompany purchases, and cash 
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transfers between entities) for each 
period for which an income statement 
was required, reconciled to the 
intercompany accounts reflected in the 
balance sheets. 

2. Pro Forma Financial Statements and 
Earnings Per Share 

Question: What disclosure should be 
made if the registrant's historical 
financial statements ore not indicative 
of the ongoing entity (e.g. tax or other 
cost sharing agreements will be 
terminated or revised)? 

Interpretive Response: The 
registration statement should include 
pro forma income statements which are 
prepared in accordance with Article 11 
of Regulation S-X and reflect the impact 
of terminated or revised cost sharing 
agreements and other significant 
changes. In these cases, the staff has 
insisted that historical earnings per 
share data be deleted from the face of 
the historical income statements 
because this data is not considered 
relevant and allowed pro forma per 
share data only for the most recent year 
and interim period. 

3. Other Matters 

Question: What is the staffs position 
with respect to dividends declared by 
the subsidiary subsequent to the 
balance sheet date? 

Interpretative Response: The staff has 
insisted that such dividends either be 
given retroactive effect in the balance 
sheet with appropriate footnote 
disclosure, or reflected in a pro forma 
balance sheet. In addition, when the 
dividends were to be paid from the 
proceeds of the offering, the staff has 
required deletion of historical per share 
data and inclusion of pro forma per 
share data (for the latest year and 
interim period only) giving effect to the 
number of shares whose proceeds were 
to be used to pay the dividend. The staff 
has also required a similar presentation 
when dividends exceeded earnings in 
the current year, even though the stated 
use of proceeds was other than for the 
payment of dividends. In these 
situations, pro forma per share data 
gave effect to the increase in the number 
of shares which, when multiplied by the 
offering price, would have been 
sufficient to replace the capital in excess 
of earnings being withdrawn. 

• • • • • 

Topic 4: Equity Accounts 
• • • • • 

D. Cheap Stock 

Facts: Common Stock (referred to as 
"cheap stock") is issued to selected 
persons prior to an initial public offering 


for a price substantially less than the 
public offering price. 

Question 1: How should cheap stock 
be treated in calculating earnings per 
share data? 

Interpretive Response: Because of the 
nominal consideration typically 
received for the stock, weighted 
averages should not be used when 
computing per share data required by 
Accounting Principles Board Opinion 
No. 15. Rather, for purposes of 
calculating earnings per share, cheap 
stock issued during the twelve month 
period prior to an initial public offering 
must be treated as outstanding for all 
reported periods in the same manner as 
a stock split or recapitalization effected 
contemporaneously with the initial 
public offering. 

Question 2: What treatment is 
appropriate for stock options, warrants, 
or other potentially dilutive instruments 
granted or issued during the twelve 
month period prior to an initial public 
offering? 

Interpretive Response: The treatment 
should generally be the same as that 
afforded cheap stock, i.e., where the 
exercise price is less than the proposed 
public offering price, the earnings per 
share data should be calculated, using 
the treasury' stock method, as if they had 
been outstanding for all reported 
periods. 

fFH Doc ID~3M0S *45 »m| 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 
36 CFR Part 223 

Extension of Certain Timber Sale 
Contracts 

agency: Forest Service, USDA. 
action: Adoption of Final Policy. 

summary: The Forest Service hereby 
gives notice of adoption of final policy 
on extension of certain National Forest 
timber sale contracts bid before (anuary 
1.1982. A notice of interim policy to 
extend certain timber sales was 
published August 28.1983 at 48 FR 
38882. A correction in the deadline for 
public comment was published August 
31.1983 (48 FR 39482) and a clarification 
of the interim policy was published 
September 9.1983 (48 FR 40754). Under 
this policy extensions of National Forest 
timber sale contracts can be granted for 
a maximum of 5 years and can provide 
purchasers an opportunity to mix 
previously purchased high priced timber 
with more recent lower-priced sales and 


thus to obtain a more economical 
operating base. Unless this action is 
taken promptly, a number of purchasers 
could be facing imminent contract 
default which could disrupt employment 
and the economies of forested areas of 
the country. 

effective DATE: December 7.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Wendall Jones, Timber Management 
Staff. Forest Service, USDA, P.O. Box 
2417. Washington. DC 20013, (202) 447- 
4051. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

In October 1981 the Forest Service 
granted extensions of up to 2 years on 
National Forest timber sules in response 
to severely depressed markets. On July 
27.1983. the President authorized the 
Secretary of Agriculture upon a finding 
of substantial, overriding public interest, 
to grant extensions of certain timber 
sale contracts without interest for a 
maximum of 5 years. On August 18, the 
Chief of the Forest Service pursuant to 
delegated authority, made such a 
finding. A notice of interim policy to 
extend certain National Forest timber 
sales wa9 published August 25.1983 (48 
FR 38882). 

Briefly, the interim policy applied only 
to certain sales bid between January 1. 
1976. and January 1.1982. A purchaser 
could apply for contract extensions of 
up to 5 years by preparation of a Multi- 
Sale Extension Plan. The interim policy 
included additional provisions relating 
to road construction, deposits, 
reappraisal of timber, and calculation of 
default damages. 

The interim policy also provided for 
interim modifications and conditional 
extensions in advance of preparation 
and approval of Multi-Sale Extension 
Plans so that contracts that otherwise 
would terminate could qualify for 
extension. X)n September 9 at 48 FR 
40754. the Forest Service issued a notice 
clarifying the procedures purchasers 
should use in preparation of the Multi- 
Sale Extension Plans. In addition, the 
Forest Service indicated that no Multi- 
Sale Extension Plan would be approved 
until public comment on the interim 
policy was considered and a final policy 
adopted. 

It was also noted that the interim and 
final policy would be implemented 
through amendment of Title 2400 of the 
Forest Service Manual which is the 
basic source of administrative direction 
to Forest Service personnel. 
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Public Comment on Major Provisions 

The Forest Service received 45 written 
responses on the interim policy. 
Comments came from timber sale 
purchasers, timber trade associations. 
Forest Service work units, and one 
conservation and education 
organization. Diverse comments were 
received. Only a limited number of 
general responses discussed the policy 
as a whole. Most parties elected to 
address only those items they believed 
should be changed. Full attention has 
been given to the comments received, 
and the policy to be implemented has 
substantial support in the agency record. 

The comments on various components 
of the interim policy are addressed in 
the order ihey appeared in the interim 
policy. 

1. Length of Extensions 

Many of the respondents objected to 
allowing only 5-year extensions on the 
ttasis that more time is needed for the 
market to improve enough to enable an 
economical mix of lower priced timber 
with the more expensive timber under 
contract. On the other hsind. other 
respondents were concerned about 
unplanned environmental effects that 
could occur because of the long delays 
in harvesting extended sales. 

An environmental assessment was 
prepared to considei the implications of 
alternative actions which could be 
taken. Agency analysis shows that 
extension of sales under the interim 
policy would not delay timber harvest 
much longer than the other actions 
considered, including the alternative of 
not taking relief action. If extensions 
were granted for more than 5 years, 
there would be increased possibilities 
for adverse environmental impacts 
because many of the sales would then 
be more than 10-years long. 

Furthermore, contrary to some of the 
views submitted, economic data 
indicate that there are opportunities for 
significant improvements in the forest 
products markets within the next 5- 
ycars and that this time period will 
allow for more economical harvest of 
some of the existing sales. 

The interim policy stated that 
contracts which had received 2-year 
extensions under the 1981 extension 
policy would also be eligible for 5-year 
extensions under the multi-sale 
extension program. The 1981 extension 
policy applied to sales that were 
purchased prior to January 1.1981 and 
expired before April 1,1985. Comments 
were received suggesting that 
application of the 1981 extension policy 
be changed so that sales expiring 
between April 1.1985 and January 1. 


1986 would also qualify for 2-year 
extensions. These extensions would be 
in addition to the 5-year extensions 
under the multi-sale extension program. 
The interim policy purposely did not 
change practices of the 1981 policy in 
order to avoid complicating or 
contradicting past decisions made by 
purchasers based on that policy. Only a 
few purchasers and sales would benefit 
from such a change and even without 
this change, those sales could still 
qualify for a 5-year extension. 
Accordingly, the provision is retained in 
the final policy. 

Comments were received stating that 
the stumpage rate adjustment 
procedures which have recently been 
implemented in western Washington 
and Oregon would minimize the ability 
of newer sales to balance the high costs 
of National Forest timber currently 
under contract. Stumpage rate 
adjustment factors have been in use for 
several years in those western National 
Forests outside western Washington 
and Oregon. Experience with stumpage 
rate adjustment does not indicate that it 
would eliminate the opportunity to 
"average down" the earlier, high priced 
sales. In addition, if historic fluctuations 
in the forest products market continue, 
stumpage rate adjustment could result in 
lower timber prices for the timber sale 
purchasers during the low phases for the 
market cycle. 

2. Minimum Criteria 

The interim policy required that 
timber sale contracts meet certain 
minimum criteria in order to qualify for 
a 5-year extension. 

Criterion *1 . 'The contract is for o 
sawtimber or pulpwood sales." None of 
the respondents expressed a need to 
include contracts for other forest 
products. 

Criterion ~2. 'The contract as bid 
after January 7. 1970 . and before 
January 7. 1962 ." Several parties 
expressed concern about limiting 
eligibility to those contracts bid after 
January 1.1976. A number of timber 
sales bid before January 1.1976 have 
received contract term adjustments as a 
result of Forest Service requests to 
harvest other timber in urgent need of 
removal. 

In response to these situations, sales 
bid between January 1.1970 and January 
1.1976, will be considered eligible for 
extension under this policy if they 
received contract term adjustments 
totaling one-year or more to implement 
environmental modifications, changes in 
road design, or to log salvage timber. 

Criterion ~3. 'The purchaser is in 
substantial compliance with the terms 
of the contract. " The major concern 


expressed was that this criterion should 
not be used to force contract 
compliance. These respondents believe 
that a bona fide dispute should follow 
the avenues available for resolving 
contractual disputes without the penalty 
of excluding the sale from the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan. 

In response to this comment, 
implementing instructions will provide 
that sales that are not in substantial 
compliance with the timber sale 
contract may be tentatively included in 
Multi-Sale Extension Plan if the 
Contracting Officer decides that there is 
a bona fide dispute concerning non- 
compliance. 

Criterion *4. Less then 25 percent of 
the remaining estimated volume of 
material is subject to rapid 
deterioration ." 

Criterion #5. 'The contract was not 
awarded to assist in the control of forest 
pest epidemics ." A number of 
respondents suggested that these two 
criteria were similar, and that the Forest 
Service should consider each sale on a 
case-by-case basis. Under this 
approach, the purchaser would be 
permitted to include the sale in the 
Multi-Sale Extension Plan upon 
agreement to a priority removal 
schedule for the sale. 

There are situations when the earliest 
removal of deteriorating timber or the 
most timely assistance in control of 
forest pest epidemics would occur if the 
purchaser agreed to harvest the affected 
timber in 1984. In some cases, a 1985 
harvest date might be acceptable. 
Therefore, if the Contracting Officer 
decides that the objectives of these two 
criteria can best be met by extending 
the sales, sales with more than 25 
percent of the remaining material 
subject to rapid deterioration or sales 
made to assist in the control of a forest 
pest epidemic may be included in a 
Multi-Sale Extension Plan if the 
purchaser agrees to a priority removal 
date for the affected timber established 
by the Forest Service. 

An additional criterion of a 
"constructive needs test" was proposed 
by one respondent. Under this proposal, 
purchasers would have to demonstrate a 
financial need before their sales would 
be eligible for 5-year extensions. The 
Forest Service believes that the public 
interest conditions of the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan will dissuade those who 
do not need the 5-ycar extensions for 
economic viability from participating in 
the program. 

3, Multi-Sale Extension Plan Schedules 

The interim policy provided that, in 
order to be acceptable, a Multi-Sale 
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Extension Plan must provide for 
completion of operations on National 
Forest timber sales within the extended 
contract period. Moreover, the Forest 
Service would not approve a schedule 
that deferred disproportionate volumes 
of timber to the last years of the plan. To 
be acceptable, the harvest schedule 
would have to include timber harvest 
rates that meet the requirements of one 
of two alternatives (48 FR 40754). 

Many respondents stated that there 
should be more flexibility in the harvest 
schedule. They commented that changes 
in the schedules should be permitted for 
the following conditions: 

—Deletion or addition of qualifying 
sales from the list of sales in the harvest 
schedule; 

—Overruns and underruns in the 
volume harvested from extended sales; 

—Conversion of sales to terms of the 
5-year extensions prior to the current 
termination dates of the sales; and. 

—Changes between alternative 
harvest schedule requirements. 

In addition, some parties suggested 
that provisions for market related 
contract term modifications be included 
in sales to provide more scheduling 
flexibility in case markets plummet 
again. 

Under the final policy purchasers will 
use harvest schedules in the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plans to plan operations on 
National Forest timber sales which will 
be extended. Other National Forest 
timber sales which meet the eligibility 
requirements for extension may also be 
included in these schedules. 

One of the major objectives of the 
Multi-Sale Extension Plan policy is 
steady harvest of the National Forest 
timber under contract. Future events 
may affect the purchaser's plans for 
timber harvest There is some flexibility 
in the plan to accommodate this. 
However, because of the importance of 
completing the sales in the harvest 
schedule, except for two situations it is 
not appropriate to permit addition or 
deletion of sales in the harvest schedule 
once the plan is approved. One 
exception is when the purchaser sells its 
entire business or merges with another 
firm. Third-Party Agreements for 
operation of a sale are a basis for 
change. If a Regional Forester decides 
that the objective of the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan can best be met by 
allowing these changes, the harvest 
schedule can be changed. In this event, 
only the sales directly involved in the 
mergers or Third-Party Agreements 
could be added to or deleted from the 
schedule, and the harvest schedule 
levels would have to be recalculated. 

If the total volume harvested from a 
sale underruns the volume that was 


estimated in the sale, complete harvest 
of the included timber will meet the 
requirements for that sale and the 
harvest schedule of the plan. If harvest 
of all the volume from a sale in the 
harvest schedule results in a substantial 
overrun, the harvest schedule may be 
modified. 

Several respondents suggested that 
purchasers should be permitted to end a 
current contract or an existing extension 
prior to the current termination. This 
way purchasers could have more 
opportunity to respond to their market 
conditions. 

In response to this suggestion, the 
Forest Service concluded that early 
conversion of sides in their original 
contract period could provide a 
purchaser a chance to respond to 
anticipated market conditions, and such 
a conversion would not be adverse to 
the public interest. However, once a 
purchaser has agreed to both the 
conditions of an earlier extension and to 
the conditions of the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan, it may not be in the 
public interest to change to the 
provisions of the 5-year extension 
before the requirements of the earlier 
extension are met. 

Therefore, under the final policy 
purchasers may convert those sales 
which have not previously been 
extended to 5-year extension provisions 
prior to the current termination date. 
These conversions can only be used to 
shorten the current contract period by 
yearly increments. For example, if a sale 
that has not previously been extended 
will terminate on March 31.1986, 
conversions to the 5-year extension 
provisions could only be made on March 
31,1984 or March 31,1985. Early 
conversion to 5-year extension will not 
be permitted for previously extended 
sales once the Multi-Sale Extension Plan 
is approved. 

The Forest Service is continuing to 
look into the feasibility of market 
related contract modifications: however, 
at this time it is not anticipated that 
such contact provisions will be added at 
the time sales under the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan are extended. 

The interim and final policies provide 
two alternative methods of scheduling 
sales, both of which provide a steady 
harvest of sales. The ability to choose 
between the alternatives will provide 
purchasers a gr*at deal of flexibility to 
respond to their individual needs. 
Therefore, based upon the comments 
received, purchasers may change from 
one scheduling alternative to the other if 
they are in compliance with the removal 
schedule or removal schedule payment 
provisions in their contracts. In this 
event the harvest schedule for the 


remaining Multi-Sale Extension Plan 
period would be recalculated at the time 
of the change. 

There was a comment that purchasers 
should be able to include any National 
Forest timber sale eligible for these 
extensions in the harvest schedule, even 
if the purchaser did not plan to extend 
the contract. We agree that this would 
provide the purchaser additional 
flexibility in planning timber harvest. 
Therefore, any eligible National Forest 
sale may be included in the harvest 
schedule. Sales with harvest planned 
before the current termination date will 
be modified to include provisions for a 
removal schedule and removal schedule 
payments prior to the operations 
planned in the harvest schedule. 

4 . Submittal Date 

The iterim policy would require that a 
purchaser who wants 5-year extensions 
submit a Multi-Sale Extension Plan to 
the Forest Service by December 31.1983. 
Many respondents pointed out a need 
for more time for purchasers to develop 
their Multi-Sale Extension Plans and 
suggested that the Multi-Sale Extension 
Plans be due the end of january, 
February. March, or 90 days from 
publication of the final notice in the 
Federal Register. 

There is a need to move forward with 
the implementation of the 5-year 
extensions and the management of the 
forest resources. At the same time, it is 
important that purchasers and Forest 
Service field units have time to 
assimilate the final policy in order to 
produce high quality plans. Therefore, 
purchasers will have until February 15, 
1984 to submit their plans to the Forest 
Service. 

If a purchaser's harvest schedule sales 
are all on one National Forest, the Multi- 
Sale Extension Plan should be submitted 
to the Supervisor's office of that 
Notional Forest, unless informed 
otherwise by the Contracting Officerfs). 
If sales from more than one National 
Forest are included in the harvest 
schedule, a purchaser should submit the 
plan to the Supervisor of the National 
Forest with most of the plan volume, 

5. Timber Included in the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan 

The interim policy would require the 
purchaser to show all timber harvest 
commitments—National Forest, other 
federal and non-federal purchases 
within the purchaser's manufacturing 
area. 

Respondents suggested that only 
National Forest timber sales be shown 
in the Multi-Sale Extention Plan. The 
information on other sales was 
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described as proprietary. Respondents 
also asked why the information was 
needed. Also, there were requests that 
the information on the non-fedcral sales 
be confidential if the information was 
required. In addition, one party 
suggested that eligibility for 5-year 
extensions not be reduced to only those 
who currently have logging or 
manufacturing capacity. 

The Forest Service believes that 
purchasers can make better decisions 
concering extension of National Forest 
timber sales if they consider all of their 
timber harvest obligations. 8nd not just 
sales from the National Forest. 

However, the possible effects on 
competition that could occur if 
purchasers had to reveal their purchases 
of private timber also need 
consideration. Therefore, purchasers 
will not have to show private timber 
purchases in their Multiple-Sale 
Extension Plans. Information on public 
timber sales is currently public 
Information. Therefore, disclosure of this 
information will not create competitive 
disadvantages. Including all public 
timber purchases in the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan will give purchasers a 
better tool for effectively scheduling the 
horvest of National Forest timber in 
conjunction with their operations on 
other timber. 

Purchasers without current logging or 
manufacturing capacity are not 
precluded from participating in the 5- 
year extension program. 

6. Additional Conditions 

The interim policy provided that 
contracts to be extended under the 
policy must meet additional conditions. 
These conditions were the subject of 
many comments. 

Condition * /. “Roads specified for 
access to all timber to be removed 
during the extended contract period will 
be substantially completed within the 
first year of extension There was an 
additional condition that sales which 
were modified to include a road 
completion date in conjunction with an 
extension under the 1981 extension 
policy would be bound by the earlier 
date. 

Some respondents expressed concern 
that the road construction requirements 
would result in additional costs because 
of the demand for road construction 
equipment and contractors during the 
first year of the Multi-Sale Extension 
Plans. Others requested that even 
contracts with early road completion 
dates be allowed the first year of the 
plan for road construction. Another 
requested that when completion of such 
roads would adversely impact roadless 
areas under consideration in any 


wilderness bill pending before either 
House of Congress, road completion 
dates be negotiated on a case-by-case 
basis so thut construction would be 
completed at the latest possible time. 

Timely road completion is important 
for management of forest resources. 

Most of the purchasers who received 
contract extensions under the 1981 
extension policy have complied with the 
road completion requirements. Under 
the final policy, extended sales with 
1984 road completion dates may be 
included in the Multi-Sale Extension 
Plan even if road construction is not 
substantially completed at the time the 
purchaser submits a Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan. However, if the roads 
are not constructed on such sales by the 
road completion dates, the sales will be 
found to be in breach. 

The Forest Service has an agreement 
with Congress which provides for 
consideration of short delays in 
management activities upon request of 
the appropriate committee chairman 
when wilderness legislation is under 
consideration. Accordingly, if scheduled 
road construction is delayed by a 
Congressional Committee request, the 
Forest Service will negotiate changes in 
completion dates on a case-by-case 
basis. 

Condition #2. "To offset the 
Government's costs associated with the 
delay in performance . such as 
remarking trees and restoking roads . a 
purchaser will deposit $2 per thousand 
board feet of timber covered by the 
extension. In accordance with the 
G range r-Thye Act, this payment for the 
estimated costs is due prior to the time 
the extension is granted" This condition 
generated more objections than any 
other provision of the interim policy. 
Many respondents termed the deposit a 
penalty that would drive purchasers 
further into the hole at a time of serve 
cash flow problems. Others agreed with 
the need for purchasers to pay the 
additional Government costs, but 
disagreed with the need to make the 
deposit at the time the sale was 
extended. Some suggested that deposits 
not be collected if it did not appear that 
work such as remarking and restaking 
was needed on a sale. Others 
recommended that $2 per thousand 
board feet be the maximum deposit, 
regardless of how much the work would 
uctuully cost. Some thought that a 
refund of unused deposits should be 
specified. 

The interim policy prescribed a $2 per 
thousand board foot deposit for these 
costs because this work will be needed 
on most of the 9ales, and it did not 
appear appropriate for the Government 
to bear this burden. The Forest Service 


recognized that this work would be 
more expensive on some soles than on 
others. They estimated that the cost of 
this work would average $2 per 
thousand board feet. Because this could 
be a significant sum for purchasers, it 
was decided to include this in the 
interim policy so that purchasers could 
take it into consideration when 
preparing their Multi-Sale Extension 
Plans. 

The major focus of the work covered 
by the deposit is to check each sale for 
the adequacy of timber marking and 
road staking, and where necessary, 
remarking, restaking and/or performing 
other work to refurbish identification of 
features shown on the sale area map. 
This work is necessitated by the effects 
of weather and time and would not have 
been necesary had the timber been cut 
under the terms of the original contract 

The Forest Service continues to 
believe that S2 per thousand board feet 
is a reasonable estimate. We estimate 
the administrative costs of checking the 
marking, staking, and related work on a 
sale to be Si per thousand board feet. 
Where this check indicates that 
additional work is needed, the Forest 
Service estimates that this additional 
work would cost up to S3 per thousand 
board feet. Some sales have recently 
been remarked, restaked, or otherwise 
refurbished as a condition of prior 
contract extensions. Additional work 
will not be needed on these sales. 

Based on the comments received, the 
final policy will not require the deposits 
for this additional work until just prior 
to the performance of the actual work 
and the start of the purchaser's 
operations. The amount of the deposit 
will be based on the estimated cost of 
doing the work. The deposits will range 
from $1 to $4 per thousand board feet. 
Sales which had been remarked or 
restaked under a previous extension will 
not be subject to this deposit. 

As a condition of extension, contracts 
wilt be modified at the time of extension 
to require an agreement for a deposit, 
payable within 15 days of billing by the 
Forest Service, to cover the estimated 
costs of performance of this work. The 
agreement will be executed prior to the 
work and the purchaser's operations. 

The Forest Service still believes that ii 
is important that purchasers consider 
the costs of remarking timber, restaking 
roads, and related work when preparing 
their extension plans. Direction will be 
included in the Forest Service Manual 
for Contracting Officers, upon request of 
the purchaser, to provide an 
approximation of what these costs may 
be. Because subsequent field 
examination may show that othei work 
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is needed, and because in many cases, 
years will pass between preparation of 
the extension plan and operations on 
the sale, the actual deposit may vary 
from the initial approximation. 

Condition 03. "The timber covered by 
the extension will be reappraised under 
terms set forth in the initial contract to 
establish rates applicable during the 
extension period. Rates during the 
extension period could be higher but not 
lower than rates established in the initial 
contract . ** A variety of comments 
and suggestions were received on this 
condition. Several parties suggested that 
the reappraisal be dropped and contract 
term adjustment be given instead of a 
contract term extension. Another 
respondent suggested that the methods 
of applying of bid premiums in the 
reappraisal be changed from those 
presently used. Several parties said that 
the reappraisal should be by the same 
method that was used in the original 
appraisal. In other words, they 
suggested that sales originally appraised 
under the residua] value method should 
not be reappraised using transaction 
evidence appraisal methods. Some 
purchasers of tree measurement sales 
questioned how volume growth would 
be accommodated in the reappraisal. 
Many expressed concern about the 
possible increase In base rates to cover 
increased reforestation costs. 

National Forest timber sale contracts 
include specific criteria that must be met 
for contract term adjustments. Economic 
conditions which have resulted in the 
current problem of high priced sales do 
not meet these criteria. Therefore, the 
contract term adjustment provisions of 
the contract are not applicable. National 
Forest timber sale contracts do contain 
requirements that there will be 
reappraisals if the contract is extended. 
Therefore, in conformance with the 
original contract precepts, the extended 
timber will be reappraised. In 
accordance with current practice, the 
reappraisal will use data in effect 45 
days before the effective date of the 
extension. The method used in the 
original appraisal or the latest rate 
rede termination will be used in the 
reappraisal 

National Forest tree measurement 
contracts include provision for adding 
growth to the quantity of timber sold if 
the contract is extended. This is 
necessary because the quantity used to 
determine the total price of tree 
measurement contracts is determined 
before the sale is sold. If the sale is not 
harvested within the original contract 
term, a purchaser could obtain the 
added growth volume free at the 
expense of the public. Therefore, if it 


was so provided in the original contract, 
purchasers who request extension of 
tree measurement sales will pay for the 
growth that occurred in the original 
contract period. Contracting Officers 
will calculate growth in the 5-year 
extension period so that the original 
intent of the contract will be met. 

Regulations of the Secretary of 
Agriculture require that contracts 
provide for regeneration of areas from 
which timber has been harvested. There 
have been increased costs for this 
required reforestation caused by 
inflation during the delay in logging the 
sale. These costs will be met, even if it 
requires increasing the minimum amount 
(base rates) the purchaser must pay for 
the sale. However, direction will be 
provided in the Forest Service Manual 
that base rates will be increased only by 
the amount of the increased cost of the 
required reforestation that is directly 
attributable to inflation during the delay 
in harv est. 

Condition #4. “After a Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan is approved those 
National Forest timl>er sale contracts to 
be extended shall be modified to 
implement the approved plan. An 
element of the approved plan will be 
inclusion of additional provisions for 
calculating damages for default " There 
were many comments about the 
modifications that would be necessary 
to implement the plan. 

Many respondents objected to 
including new methods of calculating 
the damages resulting from the default 
of a contract. This change was called 
punitive, and it was stated that this 
condition would discourage 5-year 
extensions. Some respondents believe 
that many contracts would be defaulted 
now because it would be cheaper than 
extending the sales and possibly 
defaulting them later. 

The Forest Service does not believe 
that it is unreasonable to include the 
new damage calculations in the 
extended contracts. These damage 
calculations are similar to those that 
have been included in new sales since 
the spring of 1982. If timber from a 
defaulted contract is not offered for 
resale by the Forest Service, the 
calculation of damages will take into 
account the prevailing bidding 
experience in the locality. 

There were mixed comments about 
modifying the contracts to accomplish 
silvicultural objectives prescribed in the 
original sale. Some respondents thought 
that these modifications would be a 
further complicating factor in the 
extension process. 

Delays in harvesting the extended 
sales can result in additional expenses 


to protect the residual stand of trees or 
to accomplish additional regeneration 
measures. Direction will be provided in 
the Forest Service Manual that the only 
silvicultural changes made in a contract 
because of the 5-year extensions will be 
those made necessary by the 
purchaser's failure to complete the sale 
prior to the 5-year extension. 

Concerns were expressed about 
contract modifications relating to traffic 
management and road maintenance 
needed to help resolve problems 
anticipated because of the delays in 
timber removal. Some respondents had 
questions about the mechanics of these 
provisions, and others requested 
contract term adjustments if operations 
were delayed because of traffic 
management road rules. 

One of the objectives of a timber sale 
program is to schedule salcd so that the 
timber con be moved efficiently and 
safely over the road system. The 5-year 
extensions may result in some roads 
being temporarily overloaded. Thus, 
new measures will be needed for 
effective management of the 
transportation system. The Contracting 
Officers of the sales involved and the 
purchasers will w ork out the most 
acceptable ways to accomplish 
transportation management. If the road 
rules delay a purchaser’s scheduled 
operations on a sale, the purchaser may 
receive a contract term adjustment. 

Most respondents agreed on contract 
modifications to include a removal 
schedule to implement the Multi-Sale 
Extension Plan. 

Questions were raided about the 
possibility of contract modifications at 
the time of extension which would 
incorporate stumpage rate adjustment 
procedures into sales that had been sold 
at flat rates. Flat rate sales will not be 
converted to stumpage rate adjustment 
procedures as a condition of the 5-year 
extensions. 

Current timber sale contract 
provisions 64.226 and BT 4.226 are 
incompatible with the intent of the Debt 
Collection Act of 1982. Therefore, those 
provisions will be deleted at the time 
contracts ore.extended under the multi¬ 
sale extension program. There were 
many requests that purchasers be 
furnished a complete list of those 
provisions that would be used to modify 
their contracts. Respondents believe 
that unless they know what provisions 
will be included in their extended sales, 
they would be buying a “pig in the 
poke” and could not make reasonable 
decisions on Multi-Sale Extension Plans 
at this time. There was also a statement 
that the modifications should not 
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include every new provision developed 
since the original bid date of the sale. 

The extended contracts will be 
modified to include those provisions 
required by law. such as the new nun- 
discrimination provision, and those 
required under standard Regionul 
policy, such as the provisions needed to 
update scaling or fire prevention 
requirements. 

Some of the extensions under the 
Multi-Sale Extension Flans will not be 
effective until 1985 or 1986. Therefore, it 
is not possible to provide a specific list 
now of all of the provisions that will be 
needed at that time. However, in order 
to provide as much information as 
possible, the Forest Service Washington 
Office will prepare and make available 
a list of national provisions which will 
be used in the modifications, and 
Regional Foresters will prepare similar 
lists of Regional provisions. There may 
be additional provisions needed at the 
lime of extension that are essential to 
carry out the original sale objectives 
and/or to protect the environment. 
Regional Foresters must approve use of 
these additional provisions before they 
are included in a contract at time of 
extension. 

Condition #5. "Those purchasers who 
request and ore granted interim 
modifications in order to convert 
current contract extensions to 
extensions under this policy must pay 
any deferred interest charges and he 
current with other payments before the 
contract can he modified M Respondents 
did not object to the requirement thut 
deferred Interest charges must be made 
and other payments be current before 
interim modifications were granted. It 
was suggested that bona fide disputes of 
payments not be the basis of excluding 
sales from interim modification. It was 
also suggested that interim 
modifications be available after 
December 31. 1983. 

If a Contracting Officer decides that 
there is a bona fide dispute ajrout a 
payment the dispute will not be the 
basis for excluding a sale from an 
interim modification. Purchasers have 
been able to get interim modifications 
since the August 26 publication of the 
interim policy in the Federal Register. 
Interim modifications, as the name 
suggests, are transitional steps in 
implementing Multi-Sale Extension 
Flans. It is important to proceed with the 
5-year extension program. The Forest 
Service does not believe that the 
objectives of the multi-sale extension 
program will be served by a large 
i mount of additional time for interim 
modifications. However, there are 
advantages if the purchasers have the 
name amount of time to get interim 


modifications os they have to submit 
their Multi-Sale Extension Plans. 
Therefore, interim modifications will be 
available until February 15.1984. 

Condition "Contracts which will 

terminate before a Multi-Sale Extension 
Plan can be submitted and approved 
may be conditionally extended 1” 

Condition *7. '*Extension deposits 
made under u previously extended 
contract may not be transferred to other 
contracts or refunded. M No comments 
were received on these requirements. 

Condition *8. Contracts extended 
under this policy will not be eligible for 
any further extensions . including 
extensions based on diligent 
performance. ” Some parties suggested 
that this condition be reconsidered and 
that additional, short-term extensions 
not be precluded. Others mentioned that 
the last 3 years have shown that 
unforeseen events could affect the 
marketability of timber in existing 
contracts. 

The existing contracts provide for 
adjustment of the contract period for 
"acts of God” and Forest Service 
requests. Many of the current sales have 
already been extended once. One of the 
major purposes of the multi-sale 
extension program is that the timber 
which is currently under contract be 
harvested without undue delay. The 
Forest Service does not believe that it is 
in the public interest to provide 
additional extensions beyond the 5 
years. 

Condition ",A purchaser must 

hon est extended sales as scheduled or 
make payment to cover lack of harvest . M 
Several persons were concerned that 
contract term adjustments would not be 
adequately reflected in the payments to 
cover the lack of harvest. Instructions 
will be clarified to show that contract 
term adjustments affect both the 
minimum harvest level requirements 
and the contract termination date. 

Some respondents objected to the 
effects of failing to make the payment to 
cover lack of harvest. The interim policy 
provided that if a purchaser breaches a 
contract by failure to make the payment 
to cover the lack of harvest, the Forest 
Service will not extend other sales 
included in the purchaser s harvest 
schedule unless, or until, the payment is 
made. Others commenting stated that 
default of a sale In the harvest schedule 
of e Multi-Sale Extension Plan should 
not affect the viability of planned 
extensions of other sales in the 
schedule, that each sale should stand 
alone. 

Timber sale contracts, not the Multi- 
Sale Extension Hans, will contain the 
provisions governing the harvest of 
National Forest timber. The multi-sale 


extension program has been developed 
as a planning tool. However, the 
integrity of the multi-sale extension 
program is dependent upon the 
purchaser's compliance with the terms 
of the extended contracts. 

There will probably be some defaults 
of sales included in the harvest 
schedule. It is not in the public's interest 
to continue to provide contract 
extensions if the purchaser does not 
fulfill the terms of the contracts. Neither 
is it in the public interest to be 
insensitive to temporary problems of the 
timber sale purchasers. Therefore, a 
default of one sale in the harvest 
schedule will not necessarily preclude 
granting 5-year extensions to the 
remaining eligible sales. However, if a 
purchaser defaults two or more sales in 
the harvest schedule, the Forest Service 
will not grant 5-year extensions to any 
other sales in the harvest schedule 
unless, and until: 

1. The purchaser pays all damages 
due the Government as the result of the 
defaults (one sale may be excluded): or, 

2. The purchaser and the Forest 
Service agree to a schedule for payment 
of all damages due the Government os 
the result of the defaults, and the 
purchaser furnishes and agrees to 
maintain, a bond in the dollar amount to 
cover the agreed damage payments. 

Such bond may be secured by the same 
types of instruments as currently 
accepted by the Forest Service for 
performance or payment guarantees on 
timber sale contracts. One sale may be 
excluded from the agreement. 

These conditions do not reduce a 
purchaser's contractual liability for 
damages due to default. 

7. Further Comments 

Several respondents provided 
suggestions on how methods, other than 
Muiti-Sale Extension Plans, could help 
in solving the current problems of the 
timber industry. Some of those 
comments were based on assumptions 
that the Government has stopped 
inflation, stopped *he housing program, 
imposed stringent economic policies, 
furnished data predicting increased 
demand for wood products, or is a 
monopoly timber seller in some areas of 
the country. Under these assumptions, 
some believe that the current plight of 
the timber industry is substantially 
caused by acts of the Government. They 
believe that the situation is further 
worsened by provisions of the National 
Forest timber sale contracts that 
encourage purchasers to manipulate sale 
operations in response to market 
conditions which in turn has encouraged 
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some purchasers to bid sales at inflated 
prices. 

Many of those who expressed these 
opinions suggested that the Government 
bear its share of the responsibility by 
termination of some timber sale 
contracts, or by a roll back of the prices 
to be paid for the timber. Without 
judging the merit of these proposals, it 
should be noted that, because the Forest 
Service has no legislative authority to 
take either of these actions, these steps 
could not be implemented in time to 
prevent the economic disruption 
addressed by the extension policy. 

Others wrote that the only way to 
bring stability to the harvest of National 
Forest timber sales is to minimize or 
eliminate the speculative provisions of 
the timber sale contracts. The Forest 
Service is taking steps to put the sale of 
National Forest timber on h more 
business-like basis. For example, in an 
October 20 notice in the Federal Register 
(48 FR 48661) the Forest Service raised 
the *‘up-front M cash deposit from 5 
percent of the bid value to 10 percent. 
The Forest Service will continue in such 
efforts. 

After consideration of public comment 
and analysis of proposals, the Forest 
Service has revised the interim policy on 
timber sale contract extension as 
indicated in the previous discussion of 
public comment. This policy will be 
incorporated in the Forest Service 
Manual and will be effective December 
7,1983. A notice of my decision and 
finding of no significant impact has been 
prepared and appears in the •‘Notice** 
section of the Federal Register of this 
dote. 

Dated: December 1.1983 
R. M. Housley. 

Acting Chief. 

(fit Due. O-MMO FUcd *45 am) 

BILLING CODE 5410-11-41 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 180 

IPP 4F1486/R625; PH FRL 2482-31 

Tolerances and Exemptions From 
Tolerances for Pesticide Chemicals in 
or on the Raw Agricultural 
Commodities; Dimethyl Sulfoxide 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This rule establishes Hn 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance for dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) 
when used as an inert solvent or 


cosolvent in formulations with the 
pesticides 0-O-diethyl 0-(2-i$opropyl-6- 
methyl-4-pyrimidinyl phosphorothioate 
or carbaryl on the raw agricultural 
commodity peas. This regulation was 
requested by the Crown Zellerbach 
Corp. 

effective DATE: Effective on December 
7.1983. 

ADORE3S: Written objections may be 
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110). 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
3708, 401 M St. SW.. Washington, D.C. 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

By mail: Richard Mountfort, Product 
Manager (PM) 23. Registration Division 
(TS-767C). Environmental Protection 
Agency. 401 M St. SW. Washington. D.C. 
Office location and telephone number: 

Rm. 237, CM*2.1921 Jefferson Davis 

Highway. Arlington. VA 22202 (703- 

557-1830). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 

issued a notice published in the Federal 
Register of May 6,1974 (39 FR 15906) 
which announced that Crown 
Zellerbach Corp.. PO Box 4524, 
Vancouver, WA 98602, had submitted 
pesticide petition 4F1486 to the Agency 
proposing to amend 40 CFR by 
establishing an exemption from the 
requirement of a tolerance for residues 
of dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) when 
used as a solvent or cosolvent in 
pesticide formulations not to be applied 
w ithin 24 hours of harvest. 

In the Federal Register of July 13.1983 
(48 FR 32077), EPA announced that 
Crown Zellerbach requested to amend 
the petition by specifying Ihe use of 
DMSO as a solvent or cosolvent only 
with pesticides 0-O-diethyl 0-(2- 
isopropyl-S-methyl-4-pyrimidinyl) 
phosphorothioate and carbaryl (1- 
naphthyl methylcarbamate) in or on the 
raw agricultural commodities peas 
without pods, pea vines or dried vines 
as hay. and whole pea crop as forage. 

No comments were received in 
response to these notices of filing. This 
request has been amended tq express 
the raw agricultural commodity only as 
peas. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The data considered in 
support of the exemption include a 
monkey 18-month oral ingestion study 
with a no-observed-effect level (NOEL) 
of 3.0 grams (gm)/ki!ogram (kg)/day; a 
dog 8-month oral ingestion study with a 
NOEL of 3.0 gm/kg/day and a rat 
teratology study with a NOEL of 12 gm/ 
kg (highest level tested). The relevant 
toxicity and clinical studies demonstrate 
that the toxic effects of DMSO in 
animals and man are limited to 


extremely high levels of exposure (1 gm/ 
kg is the dietary equivalent of 40.000 
parts per million (ppm) in man). 

One unusual effect resulting from oral 
and dermal exposure of animals to high 
levels of DMSO is the appearance of 
certain refractive changes in the lens 
that are evident upon ophthalmoscopic 
examination. The changes have been 
reported to occur in dogs at 2.5 and 5.0 
gm/kg/day: in swine at 2.7 and 4.5 gm/ 
kg/day, and in rabbits at 2.7 and 81 
milliliters of a 90 percent DMSO 
solution. No corresponding histologic 
changes in this organ are reported. The 
changes were not reported in the 
monkey, dog. and rat studies cited 
above, nor have they been reported in 
clinical studies in which humans have 
been treated dermally with large doses 
of DMSO. 

DMSO has an indirect food additive 
tolerance of 0.01 percent as a residual 
solvent in polyethersulfone resins under 
21 CFR 177.2440. 'There is also an 
indirect food additive tolerance of 50 
ppm in polysulfone resins under 21 CFR 
177.2500. 

Data submitted with this request 
indicated that DMSO residues ranged 
from 0.11 to 0.96 ppm in peas (with pods) 
and from 2.3 to 17.5 ppm in foliage. 
DMSO background levels in certain raw 
agricultural commodities, as well as 
processed foods, ranged as high as 16 
ppm. 

The pesticide is considered useful for 
the purpose for which the exemption is 
soughL It is concluded that the 
exemption would protect the public 
health and is established as set forth 
below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may. within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, at the address given 
above. Such objections should specify 
the provisions of the regulation deemed 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objection must state the issues for the 
hearing and the grounds for the 
objections. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. 

The office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164. 5 U.S.C. 601-612). the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
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requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantia] 
number of small entities. 

A certification statement to this effect 
was published in the Federal Register of 
May 4.1981 (46 FR 24950). 

(See. 408(d)(2). 68 Stat 512 (21 U.S.C. 
UGK(d)(2))) 

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Part 180 

Administrative practice and 
procedures. Agricultural commodities. 
Pesticides and pests. 

Dated: November 25.1083. 

Kdwin L Johnson, 

Director. Office of Pesticide Progmirts. 

PART 180—(AMENDED) 

Therefore. 40 CFR Part 180 is 
amended by adding a new { 180.1063 to 
read as follows: 

5 ISO. 1083 Dimethyl sulfoxide; exemption 
from the requirement of a tolerance. 

Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) (CAS 
Registry Number 67-68-5] is exempted 
from the requirement of h tolerance 
when used as an inert solvent or 
cosolvent in formulations with the 
following pesticides when used in 
accordance with good agricultural 
practices in or on the following raw 
agricultural commodities: 



Con* 

modfeftt 

CattMryl 11 'i«ptry metfry*-cart*rt«fc)t _ 


£M?-<ftOpro pyl Smlt>y<-4.pvnrT» 

P«tt 

f»*R Due. «3~£332 Fifed 16-d-ftfc ft4i *m| 

BH.UMQ COOC 6*60-60 M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

43 CFR Part 3460 

Circular No. 2539) 

Amendment to Federal Coat 
Management Program Regulations 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 

Interior. 

action: Final rulemaking. 

summary: The final rulemaking modifies 
unsuitability criterion number 7 for coal 
fuming by amending $ 3461.1(g) of title 
43 of the Code of Federal Regulations to 
make it consistent with the unsuitability 
provisions of section 522(e) of the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977 and other relevant policies 
for the conduct of the review of Federal 
lands required by section 522(b) of the 
Surface Mining Control ond Reclamation 
Act of 1977. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: January 6, 1984. 
adoress: Any suggestions or inquiries 
should be sent to: Director (140), U.S. 
Bureau of Land Management. 1800 C 
Street NW. t Washington. D.C. 20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tom Walker (202) 343-4636 
or 

Robert C. Bruce (202) 343-8735. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

proposed rulemaking to amend the 
existing regulations concerning coal 
management program unsuitability 
criterion number 7 was published in the 
Federal Register on March 1.1983. (48 
FR 8501). Comments were invited for a 
60-day period, during which time a total 
of 40 comments were received. The 
comments came from the following 
sources: 5 from companies, 17 from 
associations. B from State and local 
governments. 9 from individuals, and 1 
from a Federal advisory council. The 
comments have been carefully reviewed 
•as part of the decisionmaking process in 
this final rulemaking. 

All of the comments addressed the 
proposal to delete the automatic 
unsuitability status for privately owned 
properties listed in the National Register 
of Historic Places and all properties 
eligible for listing. The majority of the 
commenters were opposed to the 
proposed rule change on the grounds 
that, in their opinion, it is incorrect to 
draw a distinction between properties in 
the National Register and those eligible 
for inclusion in it, that there is an 
obligation to provide the same 
protection to private properties in the 
National Register as is provided for 
public properties, and that Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation 
Act and the intent of Congress are being 
misinterpreted. Comments in favor of 
the proposed rule change supported the 
view that the provisions of unsuitability 
criterion number 7 clearly exceeded the 
statutory requirements of Section 522(e) 
of the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977. The favorable 
comments noted that the proposed 
rulemaking was supported by the 
rationale upon which the courts based 
the decisions in Texaco v. Andrus and 
National Coal Association v. Andrus 
Nos 79-2448 and 7^-2458 (D.D.C.. 
decided Aug. 15.1980). and In re 
Permanent Surface Mining Regulation 
Litigation. Civil No, 79-1144 (D.D.C.. 
decided February 26.1980). 

Additionally, supporters of the proposed 
rule change urged further revisions to 
unsuitability criterion number 7 to bring 
it strictly within the provisions of 
Section 522(c) of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977. 


After careful consideration of the 
comments, it was decided that the 
position reflected in the proposed 
rulemaking of March 1.1983, on 
properties eligible for inclusion in the 
National Register and private properties 
is correct and that the language deleting 
them from automatic unsuitability status 
will remain in the final rule. 

Some commenters suggested that 
consultation provisions also be deleted 
from this section. The provisions for 
consultation with the Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation and the State 
Historic Preservation Office have been 
determined not to be unreasonable, and, 
therefore, have been retained in the final 
rulemaking. Additionally, the language 
in the rule was reduced to strictly follow 
Section 522(e) of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act and to be 
consistent with the surface mining 
regulations (30 CFR 761) issued by the 
Department of Interior and published in 
the Federal Register on September 14. 
1983 (48 FR 41311). 

While buffer zones around properties 
are not mandated by the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977. it 
is recognized that certain areus adjacent 
to specific properties should, on a case- 
by-case basis, receive consideration for 
protection to ensure that the integrity 
and inherent values of the property are 
maintained Therefore, although the 
specific reference to buffer zones will be 
deleted the provision for consideration 
of areas necessary to protect the 
inherent values of properties that made 
them eligible for listing in the National 
Register is retained in the final 
rulemaking. 

In the preamble to the March 1.1983. 
Federal Register notice (48 FR 8501). 
comments were invited on additional 
changes to unsuitability criterion 
number 7 that had been considered, but 
not proposed, at that time. Only seven 
comments were received on the 
provisions for buffer zones and the 
standards for an exception to 
unsuitability assessment (a finding of no 
significant adverse impact to the 
cultural resource after consultation with 
the State Historic Preservation Office 
and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation) which are not required by 
Section 522(e) of Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977. The 
position and decision on buffer zones is 
stated above. It is agreed as stated by 
the majority of commenters on Section 
3401.1(g)(2), that the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 
does not require that there be no 
significant adverse impacts to the 
properties listed on the National 
Register of Historic Sites. Accordingly 
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the final rule allows all or certain 
stipulated methods of coal mining if. 
after provisions for consultation are met 
they are jointly approved by the surface 
management agency and, where 
applicable, the State or local agency 
with jurisdiction over the historic site. 
The change from the proposed rule is 
consistent with the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 
and provides the surface manager with 
considerably increased flexibility in 
making multiple use tradeoffs. 

In response to the comments, changes 
from the proposed rulemaking have 
been made on unsuitability criterion 
number 7 to more closely follow the 
mandate of Section 522(e) of Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977, while retaining certain provisions 
that are reasonable and in the public 
interest. As stated In the preamble to the 
proposed rule, • the unsuitability 
criteria are for planning purposes only 
and do not in any way relieve the 
Federal surface managing agency of its 
responsibilities under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act to 
consider the effect of undertakings, such 
as coal leasing, on places listed, or 
eligible for listing, in the Notional 
Register and to provide the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation a 
reasonable opportunity to comment.*' 

It should also be noted that not giving 
an area automatic unsuitability status 
does not in any way automatically mean 
that it will be mined or even leased. 
Application of the unsuitability criterion 
is only one screening process in the 
Federal Coal Management Program, 
which includes land use planning 
through the resource management 
process including its provision for 
extensive public participation, and 
activity planning with its provisions for 
regional environmental impact 
statements, for regional coal teams, and 
for consultation with State Governors 
and surface owners. Throughout the coal 
management program, managers have 
the authority and responsibility to weigh 
resource conflicts and make decisions 
that could preserve any properties, even 
if they were not automatically given 
unsuitability status. The public. State 
and local governments, and industry 
have opportunities throughout the 
Federal coal management program to 
make their desires known or to provide 
information to Bureau managers 
concerning the treatment of historic/ 
cultural properties. 

The principal authors of this final 
rulemaking are Paul Kimberling. 

Division of Solid Mineral leasing. 

Bureau of Land Management, and Mark 
Seifert. Division of Energy Resources. 


Office of the Solicitor. Department of the 
Interior, assisted by staff of the Office of 
Legislation and Regulatory 
Management. Bureau of Land 
Management and other Department of 
the Interior staff. 

It is hereby determined that these 
rules do not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment and that no 
detailed statement pursuant to section 
102(2)(C) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C) 
is required. The changes made here are 
also within the scope of the proposals 
and impacts discussed in the Bureau of 
Land Management's 1979 Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FES 
79-19) on adoption of Federal coal 
leasing rules (promulgated July 19,1979) 
and the environmental assessment 
prepared on the July 30,1982 
amendments to the July 1979 program 
rules. 

The Department of the Interior has 
determined that this document is not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291 
and will not have a significant effect on 
a substantial number of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.J. Because the changes 
that are made by this final rulemaking 
are administrative and procedural in 
nature, small entities will not be 
significantly affected. 

The information collection 
requirements contained in 43 CFR Group 
3400 Part 3460 have been approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget 
and assigned clearance number 1004- 
0073. 

List of Subjects in 43 CFR Part 3460 

Coal, Environmental protection. 

Mines. Public lands—classification, 
Public lands—mineral resources. 

PART 3461—(AMENDED] 

Under the authority of the Mineral 
Leasing Act of 1920, as amended and 
supplemented (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) and 
section 522(b) of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 
U.S.C. 1272(b)). Part 3460. Group 3400. 
Subchapter C, Chapter U of Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as set forth below: 

1. Section 3461.1(g) is revised to read: 

§ 3461.1 Criteria for assessing lands 
unsuitable for sit or certain stipulated 
methods of coat mining. 

• • • • • 

(g)(1) Criterion number 7. All publicly 
owned places on Federal lands which 
are included in the National Register of 
Historic Places shall be considered 
unsuitable. This shall include any ureas 
that the surface management agency 


determines, after consultation with the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation and the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, are necessary to 
protect the inherent values of the 
property that made it eligible for listing 
in the National Register. 

(2) Exceptions. All or certain 
stipulated methods of coal mining may 
be allowed if. after consultation with the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation and the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, they are approved 
by the surface management agency, and. 
where appropriate, the State or local 
agency with jurisdiction over the 
historic site. 

(3) Exemptions . This criterion does 
not apply to lands: to which the operator 
made substantial legal and financial 
commitments prior to January 4.1977; on 
which surface coal mining operations 
were being conducted on August 3.1977; 
or which include operations on which a 
permit has been issued. 

• • • • • 

Dated; September 1.1983. 

Carrey E. Camithera, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

(PS Doc Filed U-4-sa. *4S an| 

BILLING COOC 43 *0-44-14 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

44 CFR Part 65 

(Docket No. FEMA-6575) 

Changes in Special Flood Hazard 
Areas Under the National Flood 
Insurance Program; Arizona, et al. 

agency: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 
action: Interim rule. 

summary: This rule lists those 
communities where modification of the 
base (100-year) flood elevations is 
appropriate because of new scientific or 
technical data. New flood insurance 
premium rates will be calculated from 
the modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations for new buildings and their 
contents and for second layer insurance 
on existing buildings and their contents 
dates: These modified elevations ore 
currently in effect and amend the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) in effect 
prior to this determination. The effective 
dates appear in the sixth column of the 
table. 

From the date of the second 
publication of notice of these changes in 
a prominent local newspaper, any 
person has ninety (90) days in which he 
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can request through the community that 
the Associate Director. State and Local 
Programs and Support reconsider the 
changes. These modified elevations may 
be changed during the 90-day period. 

addresses: The modified base (100- 
year) flood elevation determinations are 
available for inspection at the office of 
the Chief Executive Officer of the 
community. listed in the fifth column of 
the table. 

Send comments to that address also. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dr. Brian R. Mrazik, Chief. Engineering 
Branch. Natural Hazards Division. 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. Washington. D.G 20472, (202) 
287-0230. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

numerous changes made in the base 
(100-year) flood elevations on the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map(s) make it 
administratively infeasible to publish in 
this notice all of the modified base (100- 
year) flood elevations contained on the 
map. However, this rule includes the 
address of the Chief Executive Officer of 
the community where the modified base 
(100-year) flood elevation 


determinations are available for 
inspection. 

Any request for reconsideration must 
be based on knowledge of changed 
conditions, or new scientific or technical 
data. 

These modifications are made 
pursuant to Section 200 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L 
93-234) and are in accordance with the 
National Flood Insurance Act of I960, as 
amended (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L 
90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. and 44 CFR 
65.4.) 

For rating purposes, the revised 
community number is listed and must be 
used for all new policies and renewals. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures 
required by 60.3 of the program 
regulations are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 


to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain 
management requirements. The 
community may at any time, enact 
stricter requirements on its own. or 
pursuant to policies established by other 
Federal, State or regional entities. 

The chonges in the base (100-year) 
flood elevations are in accordance with 
44 CFR 65.4. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b). the Associate Director. State and 
Local Programs and Support, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director. Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that this rule if promulgated will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

This rule provides routine legal notice of 
technical amendments made to 
designated special flood hazard areas 
on the basis of updated information and 
imposes no new requirements or 
regulations on participating 
communities. 

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 65 

Hood insurance. Flood plains. 


suu# and county 

Location 
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIU of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 2a 1909 (33 FR 17801. 
November 28, 1968), as amended: 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127. 44 FR 19387: delegation of authority to Associate Director. Stale 
and Local Programs and Support) 

Issued: November 16. 1983. 

Dave McLoughlin. 

Deputy Associate Director. State and Local Programs and Support. 

!FK Due *y \zxm tu«d 13-6-63: Ms *m| 

SiLUNO COOK 6716-43-41 


department of commerce 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

50 CFR Parts 654 and 658 

I Docket No. 31202-2321 

Stone Crab Fishery and Shrimp 
Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
Commerce. 

action: Emergency rule: amendment. 


summary: The Secretary of Commerce 
(Secretary) issues emergency 
regulations amending the Fishery 
Management Plans for the Stone Crab 
Fishery and Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf 
of Mexico and their implementing 
regulations. This amendment: (1) 
Modifies the configuration of three of 
the restricted areas, and (2) adjusts 
periods of closure in one area. The 
intent of this amendment is to make 
available areas critical to shrimp 
fishermen and to provide access to high 
priority fishing areas for one or the other 
of the affected fisheries at all times. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 2.1983, 
through January 2,1984. 


address: Comments on this action may 
be sent to Donald W. Geagan. Southeast 
Region. National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 9450 Koger Boulevard, St. 
Petersburg, FL 33702. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Donald W. Geagan, 813-893-3722. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Fishery Management Plan for the Stone 
Crab Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico 
(Stone Crab FMP) prepared by the Gulf 
of Mexico Fishery Management Council 
(Council), was approved by the 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, 
NOAA (Assistant Administrator) on 
March 19.1979. and implemented by the 
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Secretary on September 14.1979 (44 FR 
53519). umler the authorityt)f the 
Mtigmmon Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (Magnuson Act). 

The Fishery Management Plan for the 
Shrimp Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico 
(Shrimp FMP). prepared by the Council 
was approved by the Assistant 
Administrator on November 7,1930. and 
implemented by the Secretary on May 
15. 1961 (46 FR 27489). 

The Secretary invoked emergency 
regulations amending the Stone Crab 
ond Shrimp FMPs under section 
305(e)(2) of the Magnuson Act on 
October 5.1983 (48 FR 46057, October 
It# 1983). in order to resolve gear 
conflicts between shrimp and stone crab 
fisheimen in the fishery conservation 
zone (FCZ) off the Crystal River. Florida, 
area during the latter part of the 1983- 
1984 stone crab season. The October 5. 
1983. rulemaking (1) periodically closes 
areas of the FCZ to stone crab and 
shrimp fishing. (2) prohibits the 
intentional placement of any article in 
the FCZ that may interfere with ftshing 
gear or fishing vessels, and (3) 
authorizes the removal and disposal of 
stone crab traps from the closed areas 
by authorized officers. The emergency 
rulemaking also authorizes the Secretary 
to establish additional area closures of 
limited duration and geographic scope in 
the event similar conflicts occur in other 
areas. 

The Pasco/1 lemando/Citrus 
Shrimping and Stone Crabbing Advisory 
Committee (Committee) established by 
State of Florida (State) statute to 
address problems between the two 
fishery groups in the area of concern, 
held meetings on November 4 and 
November 9.1983. These meetings were 
in response to complaints from 
fishermen, mostly shrimp fishermen, 
that the area and time constraints 
provided by the emergency regulations 
were not equitable. The Committee 
considered recommendations for 
modification of the rulemaking and 
accepted comments from concerned 
fishermen. As a result of the meetings, 
the Committee developed the 
recomendations which it submitted to 
the Council for its review, ond the 
Council voted unanimously in favor to 
their implementation. The Committee 
also developed modifications to areas in 
State waters that compliment these 
changes. These have been approved by 
the Florida Department of Natural 
Resources and promulgated by the 
State. 

The configuration of three zones, two 
of which were reserved for stone 


crabbing only and one with altematinc^^ihg previous emergency action, and 
open end closed pPriod* for cadi ... -^ 1 ^^ , hal there would ^ no * ~ _ 


fishery, are modified by opening 
southern sections of each to both stone 
crab and shrimp fishing. These changes 
are made primarily in response to 
requests from bait shrimp fishermen 
who stated that access to these areas is 
critical to their livelihood. The open and 
closed periods in Zone IV are adjusted 
to make Zones IV and V available to 
one or the other fisheries at all times. 
The total area affected by these 
regulations is approximately 12.8 square 
nautical miles. 

Classification 

The Assistant Administrator has 
determined that this rule is necessary to 
respond to an emergency and is 
consistent with the Magnuson Act and 
other applicable law. 

The Assistant Administrator also 
finds for good cause, i.e.. to avoid 
serious conflicts between stone crab 
and shrimp fishermen that may result in 
bodily harm and property damage, that 
the reasons justifying promulgation of 
these rules on an emergency basis also 
make it impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest to provide notice and 
opportunity for comment upon, or to 
delay for 30 days the effective date of 
these emergency regulations, under the 
provisions of section 553 fb) and (d) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act. 

The Assistant Administrator has also 
determined that this rule will be 
implemented in a manner that is 
consistent to the maximum extent 
practicable with the approved coastal 
zone management program of Florida. 
This action is being taken in concert 
with and in furtherance of action taken 
by Florida. This determination has been 
submitted for review by the responsible 
State agency under $ 307 of the Coastal 
Zone Management Act. 

This emergency rule is exempt from 
the norma! review procedures of 
Executive Order 12291 as provided for in 
section 8(a)(1) of that Order. This rule is 
being reported to the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget, with 
an explanation of why it is not possible 
to follow the procedures of that Order. 

The Assistant Administrator prepared 
an environmental assessment (EA) for 


significant impact on the human 
environment as a result of that rule. A 
copy of the EA is available from the 
Southeast Regional Office at the address 
listed above. Since this Amendment has 
the same environmental effect as the 
previous emergency action (except that 
it provides for an even more equitable 
distribution of resources among 
competing user groups) and does not 
change the "no significant impact" 
finding, no new EA has been necessary 
and none has been prepared. 

This rule does not contain a collection 
of information requirement and 
therefore is not subject to the provisions 
of the Paperwork Reduction Act. 

This rule is exempt from the 
procedures of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act because the rule is issued without 
opportunity for prior public comment. 

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Parts 854 and 
658 

Fish. Fishing, Fisheries. 

Daled: December 2,1963. 

Carmen). Blondin. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries 
Resource Management. National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

For reasons set forth in the preamble. 
50 CFR Parts 654 and 658 are amended 
as follows: 

1. The authority citation for Parts 654 
and 658 reads as follows: 

Authority: 16 U.S.C 1801 et seq. 

PART 654 —STONE CRAB FISHERY 

2. Section 654.23 is amended by 
revising paragraph (b)(l)(i) to read os 
follows: 

$ 654.23 Area restrictions. 

• • • • • 

(b)(l)(i) No person may place stone 
crab traps in that part of the FCZ 
identified as Zone IV (Figure 3) during 
the period 0001 hours December 2, 1983, 
through 2400 hours January 2.1984, Zone 
IV is bounded by a continuous line 
connecting points expressed by latitude 
and longitude (LORAN notations are 
unofficial and are included only for the 
convenience of fishermen): 


*0 w* UDMl 


Lorart 
Ohm X 

7S60 V 

V _„_J tv 4t aa* n. ... 

92" 54 OS' W 

31303 0 
31300? 
312262 
31243 3 
31280 

45163 5 
45163 1 
45000 0 
45060 0 
45143 0 

8 la*** 

W* V IS* w " 

T -1 JS* 27 44* __ 

O . .. _ 20’ 30' 04" N_ 

«* as «• w 

8?* 52 51* W 

Z | ST ST 44* N 

a r 53 02 * w 

























Federal Register / Vol. 4fl. No. 230 / Wednesday, December 7, 1983 / Rules and Regulations 54823 


Thence northerly along the State 
boundary to point V. 

• • • • • 

PART 658—SHRIMP FISHERY OF THE 
GULF OF MEXICO 

3. Section 658.23 is amended by 
revising paragraghs (b)(l)(i) and 
(b)(l)(ii) to read as follows: 

§ 656.23 Stone crab area closures. 

• • • • • 

(b)(l)(i) It is unlawful to fish for 


shrimp in those parts of the FCZ 
identified as Zones I and 111 (Figure 4) 

• during the period 0001 hours October 5. 
1983 through 2400 hours January 2,1984. 
These respective zones are bounded by 
continuous lines connecting points 
expressed by latitude and longitude 
(LORAN notations are unofficial and are 
included only for the convenience of the 
fishermen): 


Zone I 


POM 

UMMt 

* longnwS 

Low 

X 

7880 v 

X _■■ 

?ir snr n 

63* 0006 W 

313850 
31206 7 
31213.0 
312262 
31300 7 
312802 
313376 
31341.2 

453429 
45103 6 
45060 0 
450600 
451831 
451881 
45260 0 
45280 0 


28* 2601“ N .-. 

62* $*44' W - _... 

0 . ..... 

?r ?roi n 

62* 56 SO' W 

T 1 

28* 27 44' N 

82* 5$ 06 W 

E.-.-.- . 1 


62* 56 1ft W 

F ... . . 

. 

20 * 41*38' N 

82* 5606 W 

G 

28* 4T55* N 

82* 561* w 

W .. ... 

28* 482$' N _ 

67* 55 48’ W 





Thence northerly along the State boundary to point X. 
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Thence northerly along the State 
boundary to point Z. 

(ii) It is unlawful to fish for shrimp in 
that part of the FCZ identified as Zone 
IV (Figure 4) during the period 0001 
hours October 5.1983 through 2400 


hours November 30.1983. Zone IV is 
bounded by a continuous line 
connecting points expressed by latitude 
and longitude (LORAN notations are 
unofficial and are included only for the 
convenience of the fishermen): 
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Figure 3 Chart delineating areas closed to fishing for shrimp or stone crabs 
(not to scale, for illustrative proposes only). 



Figure 4 Chart delineating areas closed to fishing for shrimp or stone crabs 
(not to scale, for illustrative proposes only). 
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This section ol the FEOERAL REGISTER 
ccoUune notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate m the rule 
making poor to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
7 CFR Part 446 

Walnut Crop Insurance Regulations 

agency: Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation, USDA. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation (FCIC) proposes to issue a 
new part in Chapter IV of Title 7 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations to prescribe 
procedures for insuring walnuts 
effective for the 1964 and succeeding 
nrop years. The intended effect of this 
rule is to provide insurance for walnuts 
in response to many requests from 
producers and processors for such 
insurance protection. The authority for 
the promulgation of this rule is 
( on tained in the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act, as amended. 

date: Written comments, data, and 
opinions on this proposed rule must be 
submitted not later than February 8. 

1984, to be sure of consideration. 
address: Written comments on this 
proposed rule should be sent to the 
Office of the Manager. Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. Washington. D.C.. 20250. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peter F. Cole. Secretary. Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. Washingtion, D.C.. 20250, 
telephone (202) 447-3325. 

The Impact Statement describing the 
options considered in developing this 
rule and the impact of implementing 
each option is available upon request 
from Peter F. Cole. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
action has been reviewed under USDA 
procedures established in Secretary’s 
Memorandum No. 1512-1 (]ume 11. 

1981). It has been determined that this 
action constitutes a review us to the 
need* currency, clarity, and 
effectiveness of these regulations. The 


sunset review date established for these 
regulations is September 1.1988. 

Merritt W. Sprague. Manager. FCIC. 
has determined that (1) this action is not 
a major rule as defined in Executive 
Order No. 12291 (Feb. 17.1961), (2) this 
action will not increase the Federal 
paperwork burden on individuals, small 
businesses, or other persons, and (3) this 
action conforms to the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act. as amended (7 U.S.C. 

1501 et se <7 ), and other applicable law. 

The title and number of the Federal 
Assistance Program to which these 
regulations apply are: Title—Crop 
Insurance; Number 10.450. 

This action will not have a significant 
impact specifically upon area and 
community development; therefore, 
review as defined in Executive Order 
No. 12372 (July 14,1983). was not used to 
assure that units of local government are 
informed of this action. 

It has been determined that this action 
is exempt from the provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act; therefore, no 
Regulatory Impact Statement was 
prepared. 

FCIC is soliciting comments on this 
proposed rule for 60 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. All 
written comments made pursuant to this 
action will be available for public 
inspection in the Office of the Manager 
during regular business hours. Monday 
through Friday. 

Background 

FCIC has received many requests 
from both growers and processors of 
walnuts in California for a program of 
insurance protection similar to those 
offered on other crops. With the 
proposal of a walnut crop insurance 
program contained herein. FCIC is 
responding to such request. 

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 446 

Crop insurance. Walnuts. 

Proposed rule 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act. as amended (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.. 
the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
hereby proposes to issue a new Part 448 
in Chapter IV of Title 7 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations to be known os 7 
CFR 440 —Walnut Crop Insurance 
Regulations, to read a follows: 


PART 446—WALNUT CROP 
INSURANCE REGULATIONS 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1904 and 
Succeeding Crop Years 

S*c 

446.1 Availability of walnut crop insurance. 

446.2 Premium rates, production guarantees, 
levels of coverage, and prices for 
computing indemnities. 

446.3 OMB control numbers. 

446.4 Creditors. 

446.5 Good faith reliance on 
misrepreaen tation. 

4486 The contract. 

446-7 The application and policy. 

Appendix A —Counties Designated fur 

Walnut Corp Insurance—7 CFR Part 446 
Authority: Secs. 506. 516. Pub. L 7S-430. 52 
Stat. 73. 77 as amended (7 U.S.C. 1506.1516). 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1984 and 
Succeeding Corp Years 

§ 446.1 Availability of walnut crop 
Insurance. 

Insurance shall be offered under the 
provisions of this subpart on walnuts in 
counties within the limits prescribed by 
and in accordance with the provisions of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act, as 
amended. The counties shall be 
designated by the Manager of the 
Corporation from those approved by the 
Board of Directors of the Corporation. 
Before insurance is offered in any 
county, there shall be published by 
appendix to this part the names of the 
counties in which walnut insurance will 
be offered. 

| 446.2 Premium rates, production 
guarantees, coverage levels, and prices at 
which Indemnities shad be computed. 

(a) The Manager shall establish 
premium rates, production guarantees, 
coverage levels and prices at which 
indemnities shall be computed for 
walnuts which will be included in the 
actuarial table on file in service offices 
for the county and which may be 
changed from year to year. 

(b) At the time the application for 
insurance is made, the applicant shall 
elect a coverage level and price at which 
indemnities will be computed from 
among those levels and prices contained 
in the actuarial table for the crop year. 

4 446.3 OMB control numbers. 

The information collection 
requirements contained in these 
regulations (7 CFR Part 446) have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
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and Budget (OMB) under the provisions 
of 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35 and have been 
assigned OMB Nos. 9563-0003 and 0583- 
0007. 

§ 446.4 Creditors. 

An interest of a person in an insured 
crop existing by virtue of a lien, 
mortgage, garnishment, levy, execution, 
bankruptcy, or an involuntary transfer 
shall not entitle the holder of the interest 
to any benefit under the contract except 
as provided by the policy. 

§ 446.5 Good faith reliance on 
misrepresentation. 

Notwithstanding any other provision 
of the walnut insurance contract, 
whenever (a) an insured person under a 
contract of crop insurance entered into 
under these regulations, as a result of a 
misrepresentation or other erroneous 
action or advice by an agent or 
employee of the Corporation (1) is 
indebted to the Corporation for 
additional premiums, or (2) has suffered 
a loss to a crop which is not insured or 
for which the insured person is not 
entitled to an indemnity because of 
failure to comply with the terms of the 
insurance contract, but which the 
insured person believed to be insured, or 
believed the terms of the insurance 
contract to have been complied with or 
waived, and (b) the Board of Directors 
of the Corporation, or the Manager in 
cases involving not more than 
$100,000,00, finds (1) that an agent or 
employee of the Corporation did in fact 
make such misrepresentation or take 
other erroneous action of give erroneous 
advice. (2) that said insured person 
relied thereon in good faith, and (3) that 
to require the payment of the additional 
premiums or to deny such insured's 
entitlement to the indemnity would not 
be fair and equitable, such insured 
person shall be granted relief the same 
as if otherwise entitled thereto. 

5 446.6 The contract 

(a) The insurance contract shall 
become effective upon the acceptance 
by the Corporation of a duly executed 
application for insurance on a form 
prescribed by the Corporation. The 
contract shall cover the walnut crop as 
provided in the policy. The contract 
shall consist of the application, the 
policy, the appendix and the county 
actuarial table. Any changes made in 
the contract shall not affect its 
continuity from year to year. The forms 
referred to in the contract are available 
at the service offices. 

§ 446.7 The application and policy. 

(a) Application for insurance on a 
form prescribed by the Corporation may 


be made by any person to cover such 
person's share in the walnut crop as 
landlord, owner-operator, or tenant. The 
application shall be submitted to the 
Corporation at the service office on or 
before the applicable closing date for 
the county on file in the service office. 

(b) The corporation may discontinue 
the acceptance of applications in any 
county upon its determination that the 
insurance risk is excessive, and also, for 
the same reason, may reject any 
individual application. The Manager of 
the Corporation is authorized in any 
crop year to extend the closing date for 
submitting applications or contract 
changes in any county, by placing the 
extended date on file in the applicable 
service offices and publishing a notice in 
the Federal Register upon the Manager's 
determination that no adverse 
selectivity will result during the period 
of such extension. However, if adverse 
conditions should devetop during such 
period, the Corporation will immediately 
discontinue the acceptance of 
applications. 

(c) In accordance with the provisions 
governing changes in the contract 
contained in policies issued under FCIC 
regulations for the 1984 and succeeding 
crop years, a contract in the form 
provided for in this subpart will come 
into effect as a continuation of a walnut 
contract issued under such prior 
regulations, without the filing of a new 
application. 

(d) The application for the 1983 and 
succeeding crop years is found at 
Subpart D of Part 400—General 
Adminstrative Regulations (7 CFR 
400.37; 400.38; first published at 48 FR 
1023, Jan. 10,1983) and may be amended 
from time to time for subsequent crop 
years. The provisions of the Walnut 
Insurance Policy are as follows: 

Deportment of Agriculture—Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation 

Walnut—Crop Insurance Policy 

(This is i continuous contract Refer to 
Section 15.) 

Agreement to Insure: We shall provide the 
insurance described in this policy in return 
for the premium and your compliance with all 
applicable provisions. 

Throughout this policy. "you” and "your” 
refer to the insured shown on the accepted 
Application and “we.” “us” and "our” refer to 
the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

Terms and Conditions 

1. Causes of Loss . a. The insurance 
provided is against unavoidable loss of 
production resulting from the following 
causes occurring within the insurance period: 

(1) Adverse weather conditions; 

(2) Fire; 

(3) Wildlife; 

(4) Earthquake; 


(5) Volcanic eruption; or 

(0) Direct Mediterranean Fruit Fly damage, 
unless those causes are excepted, excluded, 
or limited by the actuarial table or section 
9e(3). Direct Mediterranean Fruit Fly damage 
shall be actual physical damage to the 
walnuts which causes such walnuts to be 
considered unmarketable and shall not 
include unmarketability of such walnuts as a 
direct result of a quarantine, boycott or 
refusal to accept the walnuts by any entity 
without regard to actual physical damage to 
such walnuts. 

b. We shall not insure against any loss of 
production due to: 

(1) The neglect or malfeasance of you, any 
member of your household, your tenants or 
employees: 

(2) The failure to follow recognized good 
walnut fanning practices: 

(3) Damage resulting from the 
impoundment of water by any governmental, 
public or private dam or reservoir project: 

(4) Any cause not specified in section la as 
an insured loss; 

(5) The failure to carry out a good walnut 
irrigation practice, except failure of the water 
supply after Insurance attaches due to an 
unavoidable cause; or 

(6) The breakdown of irrigation equipment 
or facilities. 

2. Crop . Acreage, and Share Insured, a. The 
crop insured shall be crtgllsh walnuts 
(excluding black walnuts] hereafter called 
‘'walnuts'' which are grown on insured 
acreage and for which a guarantee and 
premium rate are provided by the actuarial 
table. 

b. The acreage insured for each crop year 
shall be walnuts grown on insurable acreage 
as designated by the actuarial tabic and in 
which you have a share, as reported by you 
or as determined by us. whichever we shall 
elect. 

c. The insured share shall be your share a* 
landlord, owner-operator, or tenant in the 
insured walnuts at the time insurance 
attaches. 

d. We do not insure any acreage. 

(1) On which the trees have not reached the 
ninth growing season after being set out 
unless we agree in writing to insure such 
acreage; or 

(2) Planted with a crop other than walnuts. 

e. Insurance may attach only by written 
agreement with us on any unit which consist* 
of less than 5 acres of walnuts. 

f. Wo may limit the insured acreage to any 
acreage limitation established under any Act 
of Congress, if we advise you of the limit 
prior to the date insurance attaches. 

3. Report of Acreage, Share, Yield and 
Practice, You shall report on our form: 

a. All the acreage of walnuts in the county 
in which you have a share: 

b. The practice; 

c. Your share at the time insurance 
attaches; and 

d. The total production from the preceding 
crop year's insurable acreage on each unit. 

You shall designate separately any acreage 
that is not Insurable. You shall report if you 
do not have a share in any walnuts grown in 
the county. This report shall be submitted 
annually on or before March 1. We may 
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* U ternime all indemnities on the basil of 
nformation you have submitted on this 
report. If you do not submit this report by the 
'v porting date, we may elect to determine by 
unit the insured acreage, share, and practice 
or we may deny liability on any unit. Any 
report submitted by you may be revised only 
upon our approval. 

4. Production Guarantees, coverage Levels, 
and Prices for Computing Indemnities, a. The 
production guarantees, coverage levels, and 


prices for computing indemnities shall be 
contained in the actuarial table. 

b. If the number of bearing trees (ninth 
growing season and older) Is reduced more 
than 10 percent from the preceding crop year 
as a result of damage occurring within the 
preceding crop year, the production 
guarantee shall be reduced 1 percent tor each 
percent reduction In excess of 10 percent 

c. If you have not elected a coverage level, 
you shall have coverage level 2. 


d. Yoa may change the coverage level ami 
price election on or before the closing date 
for submitting applications for the crop yeur 
as established by the actuarial table. 

5. Annual Premium, a. The annual premium 
is earned and payable on the date Murance 
attaches. The amount is computed by 
multiplying the production guarantee times 
the price election, times the premium rate, 
times the insured acreage, times your share 
on the date insurance attaches, times the 
applicable premium adjustment percentage 
contained in the following table. 


Premium Adjustment Table 1 
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b. interest shall accrue at the rate of one 
and one-half percent (1 ViriK] simple interest 
per calendar month, or any part thereof, on 
any unpaid premium balance starting on the 
first day of the month following the first 
premium billing date. 

c. Any premium adjustment applicable to 
the contract shall be transferred to: 

(1) The contract of your estate or surviving 
spouse in case of your death: 

(2) The contract of the person who 
succeeds you if such person hnd previously 
participated in the orchard operation; or 

(3) Your contract if you stop orchard 
operations in one county and start orchard 
operations in another county. 

d. If participation is not continuous, any 
premium shall be computed on the basis of 
previous unfavorable insurance experience 
but no premium reduction under section 5a 
'ball be applicable. 

0. Deductions for Debt. Any unpaid amount 
due us may be deducted from sny indemnity 

payable to you or from any loan or payment 



due you under sny Act of Congress or 
program administered by the United Slates 
Department of Agriculture or its Agencies. 

7. Insurance Period. Insurance on insured 
acreage attaches for each crop year on March 
1 and ends at the earliest of: 

a. Total destruction of the walnuts; 

b. Harvest of the walnuts; 

c. Final adjustment of a loss: or 

d. November 1&. 

8. Notice of Damage or Loss. a. In case of 
damage or probable loss: 

(1) You must give us written notice if during 
the period before harvest the walnuts on any 
unit are damaged and you decide not to 
further carp for them. 

(2) You must give os notice at least 15 days 
before the beginning of harvest if you 
anticipate a loss on any unit. 

(3| U probable loss is later determined or if 
damage occurs during harvest immediate 
notice shall be given 

(4) In addition to the notices required by 
this section, if you are going to claim an 


indemnify on any unit we must be given 
notice not biter than 30 days after the earliest 
of: 

(a) Total destruction of the walnuts on the 
unit; 

(b| Harvest of the unit: or 

(c) November 15. 

b. You must obtain written consent frum us 
before you destroy any of the walnuts which 
are not to be harvested. 

c. We may reject any claim for indemnity if 
any of the requirements of this section or 
section 9 are not complied with. 

9- Claim for Indemnity, a. Any clnim for 
indemnity oti a unit shall be submitted to us 
on our form not later than 80 days after the 
earliest of: 

(1) Total destruction of the walnuts on the 
unit: 

(2) Harvest of the unit: or 

(3) November 15. 

b We shall not pay any indemnity unless 

you: 1 


mmms 
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(1) Establish the total production of 
walnuts on the unit and that any loss of 
production has been directly caused by one 
or more of the insured causes during the 
insurance period; and 

(2) Furnish all information we require 
concerning the loss. 

c The indemnity shall be determined on 
each unit by: 

(1) Multiplying the insured acreage by the 
production guarantee; 

(2) Subtracting therefrom the total 
production of walnuts to be counted (see 
section 9e); 

(3) Multiplying the remitLnder by the price 
election: and 

(4) Multiplying this product by your share. 

d If the information reported by you results 

in a lower premium than the actual premium 
determined to be due, the indemnity shall be 
reduced proportionately. 

e. The total production to be counted for a 
unit shall include all harvested and appraised 
production. 

(1) Appraised production to be counted 
shall include: 

(a) Potential production lost due to 
uninsured causes and failure to follow 
recognized good walnut farming practices; 

(b) Not less than the guarantee for any 
acreage which is abandoned, damaged solely 
by an uninsured cause or destroyed by you 
without our consent; and 

(c) Any unharvested production. 

(2) Any appraisal we have made on insured 
acreage shall be considered production to 
count unless such appraised production: 

(a) Is marketed; or 

(b) Is further damaged by an insured cause. 

(3) When you have elected to exclude hail 
and fire as insured causes of loss and the 
walnuts are damaged by hail or fire, 
appraisals for uninsured causes shall be 
made in accordance with Form FCI-78, 
"Request to Exclude Hail and Fire". 

(4) The commingled production of units 
shall be allocated to such units in proportion 
to our liability on the harvested acreage of 
each unit. 

f. You shall not abandon any acreage to us. 

g. You may not bring suit or action against 
us unless you have complied with all policy 
provisions. If a claim is denied, you may sue 
us in the United States District Court under 
the provisions of 7 U.S.C. 1508(c). You must 
bring suit within 12 months of the date notice 
of denial Is mailed to and received by you. 

h. We shall pay the loss within 30 days 
after we reach agreement with you or entry of 
a final judgment. In no event shall we be 
liable for interest or damages In connection 
with any claim for indemnity, whether we 
approve or disapprove such claim. 

i. If you die. disappear, or are judicially 
declared incompetent, of If you are an entity 
other than an individual and such entity is 
dissolved after insurance attaches for any 
crop year, any indemnity shall be paid to the 
person(s) we determine to be beneficially 
entitled thereto. 

J. If you have other fire insurance and fire 
damage occurs during the insurance period, 
and you have not elected to exclude fire 
insurance from this polcy, we shall be liable 


for loss due to fire only for the smaller of: 

(1) The amount of indemnity determined 
pursuant to this contract without regard to 
any other insurance: or 

(2) The amount by which the loss from fire 
exceeds the indemnity paid or payable under 
such other insurance. For the purposes of this 
section, the amount of loss from fire shall be 
the difference between the fair market value 
of the production on the unit before the fire 
and after the fire. 

10. Concealment or Fraud 1 We may void 
the contract on all crops insured without 
affecting your liability for premiums or 
waiving any right, including the right to 
collect any amount due us if, at any time, you 
have concealed or misrepresented any 
material fact or committed any fraud relating 
to the contract, and such voidance shall be 
effective as of the beginning of the crop year 
with respect to which such act or omission 
occurred 

11. Transfer of Right To Indemnity on 
Insured Share. If you transfer any part of 
your share during the crop year, you may 
transfer your right to an indemnity. The 
transfer must be on our form and approved 
by us. We may collect the premium from 
either you or your transferee or both. The 
transferee shall have all rights and 
responsibilities under the contract 

12. Assignment of Indemnity. You may only 
assign to another party your right to an 
indemnity for the crop year on our form and 
with our approval. The assignee shall have 
the right to submit the loss notices and forms 
required by the contract 

13. Subrogation. (Recovery of loss from a 
third party.) Because you may be able to 
recover all or a part of your loss from 
someone other than us, you must do all you 
can to preserve any such rights. If we pay you 
for your loss then your right of recovery shall 
at our option belong to us. If we recover more 
than we paid you plus our expenses, the 
excess shall be paid to you. 

14. Records and Access to Farm. You shall 
keep, for two years after the time of loss, 
records of the harvesting, storage, shipment 
sale or other disposition of all walnuts 
produced on each unit Including separate 
records showing the same information for 
production from any ininsured acreage. Any 
persons designated by us shall have access to 
such records and the farm for purposes 
related to the contract. 

15. Life of Contract Cancellation and 
Termination, a. This contract shall be in 
effect for the crop year specified on the 
application and may not be canceled for such 
crop year. Thereafter, the contract shall 
continue in force for each succeeding crop 
year unless canceled or terminated as 
provided in this section. 

b. This contract may be canceled by either 
you or us for any succeeding crop year by 
giving written notice on or before the 
cancellation date preceding such crop year. 

c. This contract shall terminate as to any 
crop year if any amount due us on this or any 
other contract with you is not paid on or 
before the termination date preceding such 
crop year for the contract in which the 
amount is due. The date of payment of the 
amount due: 


(1) If deducted from an indemnity claim 
shall be the date you sign the claim; or 

(2) If deducted from payment under another 
program administered by the United States 
Department of Agriculture shall be the date 
such payment was approved. 

d. The cancellation and termination dutes 
are January 31. 

e. If you die or are Judicially declared 
incompetent or if you are an entity other 
than an individual and such entity is 
dissolved, the contract shall terminate as of 
the date of death, judicial declaration, or 
dissolution. However, if such event occurs 
after Insurance attaches for any crop year, 
the contract shall continue In force through 
the crop year and terminate at the end thernf 
Death of a partner in a partnership shall 
dissolve the partnership unless the 
partnership agreement provides otherwise If 
two or more persons having a joint interest 
are insured jointly, death of one of the 
persons shall dissolve the joint entity. 

f. The contract shall terminate if no 
premium is earned for five consecutive years 

18, Contract Changes. We may change any 
terms and provisions of the contract from 
year to year. If your price election at which 
indemnities are computed is no longer 
offered, the actuarial table will provide the 
price election which you shall be deemed to 
have elected. All contract changes shall be 
available at your service office by October 31 
preceding the cancellation date. Acceptance 
of any changes shall be conclusively 
presumed in the absence of any notice from 
you to cancel the contract. 

17. Meaning of Terms. For the purposes of 
walnut crop insurance; 

a. "Actuarial table" means the forms and 
related material for the crop year approved 
by us which ore available for public 
inspection in your service office, and which 
show the production guarantees, coverage 
levels, premium rates, prices for computing 
indemnities, practices where applicable, 
Insurable and uninsurable acreage, and 
related Information regarding walnut 
insurance In the county. 

b. "Contiguous land" means land which is 
touching at any point, except that land which 
is separated by only a public or privato right- 
of-way shall be considered contiguous. 

c. "County" means the county shown on 
the application and any additional land 
located in a local producing area bordering 
on the county, as shown by the actuarial 
table. 

d. "Crop year" means the period beginning 
with the date insurance attaches and 
extending through the normal harvest time 
and shall be designated by the calendar year 
in which the walnuts are normally harvested 

e. "Harvest" means picking up the walnut 
for the purpose of removal from the orchard. 

f. "Insurable acreage" means the land 
classified as insurable by us and shown as 
such by the octuerial table. 

g. * Insured" means the person who 
submitted the application accepted by us. 

h. "Person" means an individual, 
partnership, association, corporation, estate, 
trust, or other business enterprise or legal 
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entity, and wherever applicable, a State, a 
political subdivision of a State, or any agency 
thereof. 

i. ‘‘Service office’* mean# the office 
servicing your contract as shown on the 
application for insurance or such other 
approved office as may be selected by you or 
designated by us. 

j. ’Tenant’ 4 means a person who rents land 
from another person for a share of the 

w alnuts or a share of the proceeds therefrom. 

k. “Unit* 4 means all insurable acreage of 
walnuts in the county located on contiguous 
land on the date insurance attaches for the 
crop year 

(1) In which you have a 100 percent share: 
or 

(2) Which Is owned by one entity and 
operated by another entity on a shore basis. 

Land rented for cash, a fixed commodity 
payment, or any consideration other than a 
share in the walnuts on such land shall be 
considered as owned by the lessee. Land 
which would otherwise be one unit may be 
d.vided according to applicable guidelines on 
file in your service office or by written 
rKreement between you and us. Units will be 
determined when the acreage is reported. 
Krrors in reporting such units may be 
corrected by us to conform to applicable 
guideline* when adjusting a loss and we may 
consider any acreage and share of or 
reported by or for your spouse or child or any 
member of your household to be your bona 
Tide share or the bona fide share of any other 
person having an Interest therein. 

1ft. Descriptive Headings, The descriptive 
headings of the various policy terms and 
condition* are formulated for convenience 
only and are not intended to affect the 
construction or meaning of any of the 
provision* of the contract 

19. Determinations . All determinations 
required by the policy shall be made by us. If 
you disagree with our determinations you 
may obtain reconsideration of or appeal 
those determinations In accordance with 
Appeal Regulations. 

20. Notices . All notices required to be given 
hy you must be in writing and received by 
)our service office within the designated time 
unless otherwise provided by the notice 
requirement Notices required to be given 
Immediately may be by telephone or in 
person and confirmed in writing. Time of the 
notice will be determined by the time of our 
receipt of the mitten notice. 

Appendix A. Counties Designated to 
'Valnut Crop Insurance—7 CFR Part 446 

The following counties are designated 
for Walnut Crop Insurance under the 
provisions of 7 CFR 446.1. 

San Joaquin 

Stanislaus 

Sutter 

Tehema 

Tulare 


Done in Washington. D.C, on October 14. 
1963. 

Peter F. Cole. 

Secretary. Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. 

Approved by: 

Merritt W. Sprague. 

Manager. 

Dated: November 21.1963. 

(Fit Doc filed 12-S-«a. fr4» »m| 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 83-ANM-91 

Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the description of several very high 
frequency omnirange stafion (VOR) 
Federal Airways in the vicinity of 
Billings. MT. by deleting and 
renumbering alternate airway segments. 
This action supports our agreement with 
the International Civil Aviation 
Organization (ICAO) to eliminate all 
alternate airway designations from the 
National Airspace System. 
dates: Comments must be received on 
or before January 30.1964. 

addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director. FAA. 
Northwest Mountain Region. Attention: 
Manager. Air Traffic Division. Docket 
No. 83-ANM-9. Federal Aviation 
Administration. FAA Building. Boeing 
Field. Seattle, WA 98106. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel Room 918. 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW.. Washington, D.C. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Lewis W. Still. Airspace and Air Traffic 
Rules Branch (AAT-230). Airspace- 
Rules and Aeronautical Information 
Division. Air Traffic Service. Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20591: telephone: (202) 
426-8626. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, economic, environmental 
and energy aspects of the proposal. 
Communications should identify the 
airspace docket and be submitted in 
triplicate to the address listed above. 
Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this notice must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: “Comments to 
Airspace Docket No. 83-ANM-9." The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. All 
communications received before the 
specified closing date for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Rules Docket 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 

Availability of NPRM's 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs. Attention: Public 
Information Center, APA-430, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20591, or by calling 
(202) 428-8025. Communications must 
identify the notice number of the NPRM. 
Persons interested in being placed on a 
mailing list for future NPRM’s should 
also request a copy of Advisory Circular 
NO. 11-2 which describes the aplication 
procedure. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to 9 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) to olter the descriptions of 
airways in the vicinity of Billings, MT. 
by deleting all alternate route 
designations, renumbering some airway 
segments and revoking segments that 
are not required. This action supports 
our agreement with ICAO to eliminate 
all alternate route designations from the 
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National Airspace System. Section 
71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations was republished in 
Advisory Circular AC 70-3A dated 
January 3,1983. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 

VOR Federal airways. Aviation 
safety. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly. Pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
} 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
follows: 

V-2 | Amended | 

By deleting the words *\ including a south 
alternate from Helena via the I NT Helena 
119* and Bozeman. MT. 338* radials: 

Bozeman; INT Bozeman 138* and Livingston 
281* radials: 11 miles. 25 miles. 85 MS! 
Billings. MT. including d N alternate from 
Helena. 21 miles. 10 miles 105 MSL 115 MSL 
INT Helena 089* and Billings 301* radials. 35 
miles 100 MSL, to Billings, excluding the 
airspace between the main and this N 
alternate; 19 miles, 79 miles. 49 MSL Miles 
City. MT. including an alternate from Billings. 
19 miles. 49 MSL INT Billings 057* and Miles 
City 269* radials. 42 miles, 49 MSL to Miles 
City:*' and substituting the words Billings. 
MT; Miles City. MT:**. 

V-247 | Amended) 

By deleting the words ~lo Crazy Woman. 
WY." and substituting the words "Crazy 
Woman. WY; INT Crazy Woman 347T 
(332'M) and Sheridan. WY. 137T (12TM); 
Sheridan: INT Sheridan 327T (311*MJ and 
Billings, MT, 118*T (099 .M) radials; Billings: 
INT Billings 301T (284*M) and Helena, WY. 
089T (070*M) radials; to Helena.** 

V-19 | Amended | 

By deleting the words "Crazy Woman. WY; 
Sheridan, WY. including an E alternate: 21 
miles, 35 miles 75 MSL Billings, MT. 
including an E alternate from Sheridan 21 
miles, 38 miles. 75 MSL to Billings;** and 
substituting the words "Crazy Woman. WY; 
Sheridan. WY: Billings. MT;". 

V-21 | Amended) 

By deleting the words "Cut Bank, MT. 
including a W alternate Helena direct Cut 
Bank** and substituting the words "Cut Bank. 
MT*. 

V-538 | Amended | 

By adding to the end of the description the 
words "From Sheridan. WY; Gillette. WY; 
New Castle. WY. to Rapid City. SD" 

V-86 [Amended | 

By deleting the words "Rapid City. SD. 
including a south alternate from Sheridan. 
WY. via Cnietie. WY. Newcastle. WY. to 
Rapid City. SD.** and substituting the words 
"to Rapid City. SD.** 

V-85 | Amended) 

By deleting the wordi "1o Riverton. WY.” 
and substituting the words "Riverton. WY; 


Buysen Reservoir. WY: Cody. W f Y: to BUtings, 

MT.** 

V-187 [Amended] 

By deleting the words "Billings. Ml*, 
including a west alternate from Boysen 
Reservoir. 9 miles. 56 miles, 91 MSL via 
Cody, WY, Billings, excluding the airspace 
between the main and this west alternate: 40 
miles, 75 MSL" and substituting the words 
"Billings. MTS". 

V-330 | Amended) 

By deleting the words ". Jackson. WY.*' and 
substituting the words **: Jackson. WY. 

Dunoir, WY; Riverton. WY; to Casper. WY.*' 

V-C98 | Amended) 

By deleting the words "Casper, WY. 
including a south alternate from Dunoir 43 
miles 130 MSL 15 mites 110 MSL via 
Riverton. WY. 19 miles. 48 miles 77 MSL 
Casper" and substituting the words "Casper. 
WY;’*. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)): (49 
U.S.C 106(g) (Revised. Pub. L 97-449, January 
12,1983)); and 14 CFR 11.85) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical regulations for 
which frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current 
It. therefore—(1) is not a “major rule*’ under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
"significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 28.1979); and (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal. Since this is 
a routine matter that will only afTect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, whea promulgated, 
will not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. 

Issued in Washington. DXL on November 
30.1983. 

John W. Baiex, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Hides and 
Aeronautical Information Division . 

|FR Doc. M-MATZ FVJ*d 12-4-41 *45 «n| 
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14 CFR Part 71 

1 Airspace Docket No. 83-ANM-13I 

Proposed Alteration of VOR Federal 
Airways 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the descriptions of several Very High 
Frequency Omnirange Stations VOR 
Federal Airways in the vicinity of 
Billings, MT. by deleting and 
renumbering some alternate airway 
segments and revoking airway segments 


that are not required. This action 
supports our agreement with the 
International Civil Aviation 
Organization (ICAO) to eliminate all 
alternate airway designations from the 
National Airspace System. 
dates: Comments must be received on 
or before January 30,1984. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to; Director. FAA. 
Northwest Mountain Region. Attention 
Manager. Air Traffic Division, Docket 
No. 83-ANM-13, Federal Aviation 
Administration. FAA Building, Boeing 
Field, Seattle. WA 98108. 

The official docket may be examined 
in the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
Federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m and 
5:00 p.m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 
Counsel. Room 918. 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 

An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Lewis W. Still. Airspace and Air TYafftc: 
Rules Branch (AAT-230), Airspace- 
Rules and Aeronautical Information 
Division, Air Traffic Service, Federal 
Aviation Administration. 600 
Independence Avenue. SW.. 
Washington. D.C 20591; telephone: (202) 
426-8626. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, economic, environmental, 
and energy aspects of the proposal. 
Communications should identify the 
airspace docket and be submitted in 
triplicate to the address listed above. 
Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this notice must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made; “Comments to 
Airspace Docket No. 83ANM-13 “ the 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. All 
communications received before the 
specified closing date for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
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in (he light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Rules Docket 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket. 

Availability of NPRM's 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of PROPOSED Rulemaking 
(NPRM) by submitting a request to the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Office 
of Public Affairs. Attention: Public 
Information Center. APA-430, 800 
Independence Avenue. SW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20591. or by calling 
(202) 426-8058. Communications must 
identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM’s should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which 
describes the application procedure. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Port 71) to alter the descriptions of 
several VOR Federal Airways in the 
vicinity of Billings. MT. by deleting and 
renumbering some alternate route 
designations and revoking airway 
segments that are not required. This 
action supports our agreement with 
ICAO to eliminate all alternate route 
designations from the National Airspace 
System. Section 71.123 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Advisory Circular AC 70- 
3A dated January 3.1983. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 

VOR Federal airways. Aviation 

safety. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
§ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
follows: 

V-142 JNew| 

From Mulud City. II). via Fort Bridger, WY; 
to Rock Springs. WY. 

V—14 (Revised) 

From Burley. ID: INT Burley 323T (305*) 
•ind Boise. ID. 104*T (065'M) radial*; Boise: 
Diiker. OR. From Walla Walla. WA; 22 mile*. 
48 mile*. 45 MSL to Spokane. WA. 

V-4 (Amended) 

By deleting the words "Boise. ID. including 
•« south alternate: INT Boise 130* and Burley. 
It). 292* radiuls; Burley, including a north 
alternate from Boise 25 mile*. 25 miles 90 


MSL, 95 MSL INT Poocatelio, ID. 288* and 
Burley 323* radiuls. Burley, excluding the 
airspace between the main and this alternate 
airway; Malad City. Id; 35 miles. 58 miles. 115 
MSL. Rock Springs. WY. including an S 
alternate from Mulad City. 20 miles. 68 miles 
115 MSL, via Fort Bridger. WY. to Rock 
Springs, excluding the airspace between the 
main and this S alternate; 20 miles. 39 miles. 
95 MSL Cherokee. WY;’* and substituting the 
words "Boise, ID; INT Boise 130* (111*M) and 
Burley, ID. 292*T (274*M); Burley; Malad City, 
ID. Rock Springs. WY;”. 

V-391 (New) 

From Grand junction. CO. via Vernal. UT. 
to Rock Springs. WY. 

V187 | Amended | 

By deleting the words "Rock Springs. WY. 
including a west alternate from Grand 
Junction 45 miles 103 MSL 14 mile* 85 MSL 
Vernal. ITT, 20 miles. 110 MSL Rock Springs, 
excluding the airspace between the main and 
this west alternate;” and substituting the 
words "Rock Springs. WT;". 

V-32 | Revised | 

From Reno, NV; via Hazen. NV; Lovelock. 
NV; INT Lovelock 053T (035*M) and Battle 
Mountain. NV. 284*T (248*M) radial*; Battle 
Mountain; Elko. NV; Bonneville, UT; Salt 
Lake City, UT; 17 miles, 45 miles, 105 MSL 
Fort Bridger, WY. 

V-8 (Amended) 

By deleting the words "Lovelock. NV. 
including • south alternate from Reno to 
Lovelock via Hazen, NV; Battle Mountain. 
NV. including a north alternate;*' and 
substituting the words "Lovelock. NV: Battle 
Mountain. NV;**. 

V-21 | Amended) 

By deleting the words "Morman Mesa. NV; 
30 miles. 52 miles. 95 MSL Milford. UT, 
including an E alternate via INT of Morman 
Mesa 059* and Cedar City. UT. 197* radial* to 
Cedar City, to Milford, excluding the airspace 
between the main and this E alternate 
airway;" and substituting the words 
"Morman Mesa. NV: Milford. UT:". 

V-235 (Amended) 

By deleting the word* "From Fairfield. UT," 
and substituting the words "From Morman 
Mesa. NV. via INT Morman Mesa. 059*T 
(043*M) and Cedai City. UT. 197* (181*M) 
radial*; Cedar City; Milford. UT; Delta. UT; 
Fairfield. UT;”. 

V-365 (Amended) 

By adding to the end of the description the 
word* “From Livingston. MT. 281 *T (243'M) 
and Bozeman. MT. 128*T (110*M) radial*; 
Bozeman; INT Bozeman 338*T (320*M) and 
Helena 119*T (100*M) radial*; Helena; Cut 
Bank, MT." 

(Sec*. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.G 1348(a) and 1354(a)): (49 
U.S.C. 106(g) Revised, Pub. L 97-449, January 
12.1983); and 14 CFR 11.65) 

Note.—The FAA ha* determined that thi* 
proposed regulation only involve* an 
established body of technical regulations for 
which frequent and routine amendment* are 
necessary to keep them operationally current. 


It. therefore—(1) is not a "major rule" under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
"significant rule" under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February* 28,1979); and (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal. Since this is 
a routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when promulgated, 
will not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. 

Issued^n Washington. D C., on November 
3a 1983. 

John W. Baier, 

Acting Manager, Airspace-Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

IHt Doc 0-02511 nted 12-S-O. *45 «m) 

OLUNQ COOC 4S10-15-* 


POSTAL SERVICE 
39 CFR Part 10 

Proposed On-Demand International 
Express Mail Service to Belgium 

agency: Postal Service. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: Pursuant to an agreement 
with the postal administration of 
Belgium, the Postal Service proposes to 
begin On-Demand International Express 
Mail Service with Belgium at postage 
rates indicated in the table below. The 
proposed service is scheduled to begin 
on February 11,1984, 
date: Comments must be received on or 
before January 8.1984. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leon W. Perlinn. (202) 245-4414. 
aodress: Written comments should be 
directed to the General Manager, Rate 
Development Division. Office of Rates, 
Rates and Classification Department. 
U.S. Postal Service, Washington, DC 
20260-5350. Copies of all written 
comments will be available for public 
inspection and photocopying between 9 
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
in Room 8620, 475 L'Enfant Plaza West, 
SW.. Washington, DC 20260-5350. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
International Mail Manual is 
incorporated by reference in the Federal 
Register. 39 CFR 10.1. Additions to the 
manual concerning the proposed new 
service, including the rate table 
reproduced below, will be made in due 
course. Accordingly, although 39 U.S.C. 
407 does not require advance notice and 
the opportunity for submission of 
comments on international service, and 
the provisions of the Administrative 
Procedure Act regarding proposed 
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rulemaking (5 UJS.C. 553| do not apply 
[39 U.S.C. 410(a)). Ihe Postal Service 
invites interested persons to submit 
written data, views or arguments 
concerning the proposed On-Deraand 
International Express Mail Service to 
Belgium at the rates indicated in the 
table below. 

List of Subjects in 39 CFR Part 10 
Postal Service, Foreign relations. 

Belgium International Express Mail On- 
Demand Service 1 


W+tf* net ovw (pound 

Roto 

1...- ... . . . 

$20 00 

2 . 

23 70 

3 .. ... __ .. 

77 4 0 

4. .. . ..... 

31.10 

S .... 

34 80 

a .... . 

36 50 

7 

4230 

• - -. 

45 90 

• ____ 

49 60 

to 1 . .. , 

5330 

tt -.. . MI1 

57 00 

12 . . , . K . 

00 70 

it 

64 40 

a _ ._ _. . 

68 10 

15 ... . 

71 80 

to 

75-50 

17 

79 20 

16... . 

62 90 

19 

66 60 

M> . . 

90 30 

21 .. . 

94 00 

77 . 

97 70 

23 . _ 

101 40 

24 . 

105 10 

25 ... .. 

106 80 

26 .... . 

112-50 

27 .. 

11620 

28 .__ . 

11990 

29 . 

12360 

an . ... . . 

12730 


31 . .. ._ .. -_ 

13100 

** 

134 70 

33 ..... .... 

13840 



'Pickup to •va.kh* wxtor • Scrv** A*ree<m«nt far mn 
Chur'S* of $5*0 fur «*ck f»cimp *1up. regard lew of 
»l» nurabrf of pmcM picket up tWntii. «nd InWrnatiooal 
ExprpM VUd iuJmmI up loprlbef urutor ibe •mine Smmtm 
A^rfcmnnl tnuini only ptokiip ch«rpr 

An appropriate amendment to 39 CFR 
10.3 to reflect these changes will be 
published when the final rule is adopted. 
(39 U.S.C. 401. 404, 407.) 

W. Allen S jnclon, 

Associate General Counsel Office of General 
Law and Administration. 

IFR Doc • MUd 1J-4-63 *4A men] 

BILLING CODE 7710-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 
IA-9-FRL 2466-51 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; California State 
Implementation Plan Revision 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


summary: EPA is proposing to approve, 
as revisions to the California State 
Implementation (SIP), various new and 
amended rules of the Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District 
(BAAQMD) and the South Coast Air 
Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD). These rules are approvable 
under Section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
because they represent measures 
necessary to insure attainment and 
maintenance of the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 
dates: Comments may be submitted up 
to January 6.1984. 

AOORESSES: Comments may be sent to: 
Acting Regional Administrator. Attn: Air 
Management Division, Air Programs 
Branch, State Implementation Plan 
Section (A-2-3). Environmental 
Protection Agency. 215 Fremont Street. 
San Francisco, CA 94105. 

Copies of the proposed revisions and 
EPA’s associated Evaluation Report are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the EPA 
Region 9 office at the above address, 
and at the following location: California 
Air Resources Board. 1102 Q Street, 
Sacramento. CA 95812. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Douglas Crano, Chief, State 
Implementation Plan Section. Air 
Programs Branch. Air Management 
Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region 9. (415) 974-7641. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
State of California submitted revisions 
to the following regulations on the 
indicated dates: 

August 6.1982 and February 3.1983 
BAAQMD 

Rule 2-1-207 Organic Compounds. 
Precursor 

Rule 2-1-208 Reasonably Available 
Control Technology (RACT) 

Rule 2-1-301 Authority to Construct 
Rule 2-1-304 Denial, Failure to Meet 
Emission Limitations 
Rule 2-1-307 Failure to Meet Permit 
Conditions 

Rule 2-2-113.2 Exemption. 

Cogeneration Project 
Rule 2-2-115 Exemption. Temporary 
Replacement 

Rule 2-2-209 Organic Compounds 
Rule 2-2-210 Organic Compounds. 
Non-Precursor 

Rule 2-2-211 Organic Compounds. 
Precursor 

Rule 2-2-303.2 Offset Requirements 
Rule 2-2-304.1 Emission Calculation 
Standards 

Rule 2-2-304.2 Emission Calculation 
Standards 

Rule 2-2-404 Publication and Public 
Comments 


February 3.1983 
BAAQMD 

Regulation 3 Fees 
Rule 3-312 Emission Caps and 
Alternative Compliance Plans 

SCAQMD 

Rule 301 Permit Fees 
Rule 304 Analysis Fees 
Rule 401(b) Visible Emissions (Roofing 
Construction Equipment) 

Rule 1148 Thermally Enhanced Oil 
Recovery Wells 

July 19,1983 
SCAQMD 

Rule 301 Permit Fees 
Rule 301.1 Permit Fee Rates 
Rule 301.2 Fee Schedules 
Rule 431.1 Sulfur Content of Gaseous 
Fuels 

A summary of EPA’s evaluation for 
each revision is as follows: 

These BAAQMD permit revisions 
submitted on August 6.1982 and 
February 3.1983 provide clarification 
and improve the enforceability of the 
SIP. The revisions have been evaluated 
against EPA’s August 7.1980 new source 
review (NSR) regulations. 40 CFR 51.18 
to determine their consistency with 
federal requirements as well as the 
District's previously approved NSR 
Rules. EPA proposes these rules because 
they are consistent with Section 110 of 
the Clean Air Act (CAA) and 40 CFR 
51.18 and strengthen the SIP. 

BAAQMD Rule 3-312 (Emission Caps 
and Alternative Compliance Plans) 
submitted on February 3.1983 sets an 
additional fee for facilities electing to 
use an alternative compliance plan 
(’’bubble”). EPA has determined that the 
rule is approvable since it is consistent 
with Section 10 of the Clean Air Act. 

SCAQMD Rule 301 (Permit Fees) 
submitted on February 3. and July 19. 
1983 provides for fees to be paid when 
obtaining a permit to construct or 
operate, based on fee schedules 
contained in the rule. Rule 304 (Analysis 
Fees) submitted on February 3.1983 
eliminates charges for ambient air 
monitoring. EPA proposes to approve 
these rules because they arc consistent 
with 40 CFR 51.18 and Section 110 of the 
Clean Air Act. 

Rule 401 (Visible Emissions] 
submitted on February 3.1983 revises 
portions of the same rule submitted on 
August 15.1900 and addressed in the 
March 23.1983 Federal Register. On 
March 23.1983 EPA proposed to 
approve Paragraphs (a), (c). (d). and (e) 
und proposed to disapprove Paragraph 
(bj concerning an exemption for coke 
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oven operations. The February 3,1983 
submittal reflects a revision to 
Paragraph (e) which eliminates an 
exemption for roofing construction 
equipment. In addition, the February 3 
submittal renumbers the coke oven 
exemption Paragraph from (b) to (e) and 
the roofing construction equipment 
Paragraph from (e) to (b). As a result, 
today's notice proposes to approve only 
Paragraph (b) as submitted on February 
3, 1983, which strengthens requirements 
for roofing construction equipment. The 
remainder of the rule, including 
disapproval of the coke oven exemption 
Paragraph, is addressed in a separate, 
final rulemaking notice. 

New Rule 1148 (Thermally Enhanced 
Oil Recovery Wells) submitted on 
February 3.1983 establishes emission 
limitations for the operation of steam 
drive wells. EPA proposes to approve 
this rule because it is consistent with 
Section 110 of the Clean Air Act and 
stregthens the SIP. 

Revisions in SCAQMD Rule 301.1 
(Permit Fee Rates) submitted on July 19, 
1983 prov ide for engineering evaluation 
fees and credit for Solar Energy 
Fquipment. New Rule 301.2 (Fee 
Schedules) submitted on July 19.1963 
establishes fees for the issuance of 
permits to operate a new or modified 
source. EPA proposes to approve these 
rules because they are consistent with 
Section 110 of the Clean Air Act 

Revisions in SCAQMD Rule 431.1 
(Sulfur Content of Gaseous Fuels) 
submitted on July 19,1983 remove an 
exemption for on-site burning on sewage 
digester gas. The removal of this 
exemption will result in a decrease of 

< missions for sulfur dioxide. In addition, 
other minor exemptions are added to 
clarify and facilitate administration and 

< nforcement of this regulation. 

Therefore, EPA proposes to approve this 
rule. 

In addition. SCAQMD Rule 1150 
(Excavation of Landfill Sites) was 
submitted on February 3,1983. However, 
CPA is taking no action on this rule 
since it is not directed at attainment or 
maintenance of the NAAQS. but instead 
is directed at ensuring that a public 
nuisance condition does not occur. 

The Administrator has certified that 
SIP approvals do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantia! 
number of small entities. (See 48 FR 
8709.) This document was submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
under Executive Order 12291. 

fist of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Air pollution control. Ozone. Sulfur 
nxides. Nitrogen dioxide. Lead. 
Articulate matter. Carbon monoxide. 
Hydrocarbons. 


(Secs. 110,129.171 to 178. and 301(a) of the 
Clean Air Act as amended (42 US.C 7410. 
7429. 7501 to 7508. and 7801(a))) 

Dated: October 30.1963. 

|ahu Wise, 

Acting Regional Administrator 
IKK Doc KV4239 Filed 12-2-M ft 44 an) 

BILLING COOC ftSOO-SO-M 


40 CFR Part 52 

(EPA Docket No. AW 601DC; A-3-fRL 
2483-2] 

Proposed Revision of the District of 
Columbia State Implementation Plan 
for Ozone and Carbon Monoxide 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Proposed rule. 

- ; ■ . . .. 

summary: EPA is proposing to approve 
the 1962 District of Columbia 
Implementation Plan revision for ozone 
and carbon monoxide, which was 
submitted in final form on December 28, 

1982. and supplemented on April 15. 

1983. This revision appears to meet the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act and 
EPA policy. EPA had previously 
proposed disapproval of the District’s 
November 8,1982 final draft plan 
revision (48 FR 5068). However, the 
December 28,1982 plan revision 
supersedes this earlier revision, and 
appears to correct all the major 
deficiencies in that previous revision. 
The intended effect of the 1982 Ozone 
and Carbon Monoxide State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) revisions is to 
provide for attainment and maintenance 
of the primary National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards for ozone and carbon 
monoxide as required under Part D of 
the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977. 
date: EPA must receive comments on or 
before February 8.1984. 
addresses: Comments should be 
submitted to: Chief. MD/VA/DC/DE 
Section (3AW13), Air & Waste 
Management Division. ll.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 8th & 
Walnut Streets. Curtis Building. 
Philadelphia. PA 19106. ATTN: 
AW601DC. 

Copies of the revision and 
accompanying support documents are 
available during normal business hours 
at the following offices: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region HI, Air Management Branch. 
Curtis Building, Second Floor. Sixth & 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA 
19106, Attn: Gregory Ham (3AW13) 
District of Columbia Department of 
Environmental, Services, Bureau of 
Air and Water Quality, 5010 Overlook 


Avenue. SW„ Washington. D.C. 20032. 

Attn: V. Ramadass. 

for further information contact: 

Gregory Ham at the EPA address above 
or at (215) 597-2745. 

supplementary information: The 

Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 
added a new Part D to Title l of the Act. 
Under this Part, the States had to revise 
their State Implementation Plans (SIPs) 
for all nonattainment areas and submit 
the revision to EPA by January 1.1979 
(Section 171-178 of the Clean Air AcL 
Section 129(c) (uncodified) of Pub. L 95- 
95). The revised plan had to provide for 
attainment by December 31,1982, unless 
the State demonstrated that it would not 
attain either the Ozone (0 3 ) or Carbon 
Monoxide (CO) Standard by that date 
(Sections 172(a)(1), 172(a)(2)). 

If EPA approved this demonstration, 
the attainment date for O a and/or CO 
could be extended up to December 31. 
1987. and the State could defer 
compliance with certain of the Part D 
planning requirements. States receiving 
such extensions were to submit a 
second SIP revision that provides for 
attainment by the approved date and 
complies with all of the Part D 
requirements (Section 172(c)). 

These second SIP revisions had to be 
submitted by Julyt 1,1982 (Section 129(c) 
(uncodified), Pub. L 95-95). On January 
22.1981 (48 FR 7182). EPA published 
final criteria for reviewing these 
revisions. These criteria supplement the 
"General Preamble” for SIP revisions for 
nonattainment sreas, which was 
published on April 4, 1979 (44 FR 
20372). 1 

The District of Columbia submitted in 
December, 1978 an initial SIP revision 
for the entire District area, which was 
designated as nonattainment for O 1 and 
CO. The District requested that EPA 
extend its attainment date for the 
standards until December 31.1987. EPA 
approved this request and the initial 
plan on December 18,1981 (46 FR 61254). 

The District submitted o draft revision 
to its O^CO SIP on July 8.1982. EPA 
published a Notice of Availability on 
October 20,1962 (47 FR 46711). The 
District submitted the final draft SIP 
revision on November 8,1982. EPA 
proposed disapproval of this plan on 
February 3,19B3 (48 FR 5066) because of 
several major deficiencies. 

On December 28,1982. and April 15. 
1983, the District submitted a final SIP 
revision for ozone and carbon 


1 EPA published four additional notices 
supplementing the general preamble In 1B79* July 2. 
107V (44 FR 3*603). August 26 1979 (44 Fr 50571). 
September 17.197V (44 FR &3761). end November 23. 
1Q7V (44 FR S71821 
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monoxide. Today's notice proposed 
approval of the District's final SIP 
revision, and withdraws the proposed 
disapproval of February 3.1983. 

Description of Plan 

The following paragraphs discuss the 
major elements of the District's plan for 
attainment and maintenance of the 
ozone and carbon monoxide standards. 

/. Ozone 

Ozone (Oj) is formed from various 
precursors, primarily oxides of nitrogen 
and a class of reactive hydrocarbons 
called volatile organic compounds 
(VOC’s). VOC emissions are controlled 
to reduce ozone concentrations. The 
entire District of Columbia is designated 
as a nonuttainment area for Oj. and the 
attainment date is December 31,1987. 

Because of the three jurisdictions 
involved in the National Capital 
interstate Air Quality Control Region 
(NC1AQCR), a regional approach to 
reducing ozone levels in this area was 
adopted. Section 174 of the Clean Air 
Act provides for such an approach 
involving officials of the affected State 
and local governments. Section 174 also 
provides for the designation, by the 
appropriate authorities, of a lead agency 
for these planning activities. In the 
NC1AQCR, the Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments 
(COG) has been designated as the lead 
planning agency. COG therefore 
developed and adopted, in a cooperative 
process with the three jurisdictions, a 
plan intended to attain and maintain the 
standurd for Oj in this area, and 
recommended this plan to each of the 
three jurisdictions (Muryland. Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia) for 
submittal to EPA. Each of these 
jurisdictions retains the authority for 
developing and implementing control 
measures within these areas, and for 
submitting the final SIP revisions to 
EPA. • 

The District has incorporated the 
COG plan, entitled the Final 
Washington Metropolitan Air Quality 
Han for Control of Ozone and Cartoon 
Monoxide . as the basis for its 1982 SIP 
revision. 

The District's plan for Oj is discussed 
below in the following sections: (a) 
Emission Inventory, (b) Demonstration 
of Attainment/Modeling, (c) Reasonable 
Further Progress, (d) Stationary Source 
Controls, (e) Transportation Control 
Measures, and (f) Inspection and 
Maintenance. 

(a) Emission Inventory — For the 1982 
SIP, states were required to submit a 
comprehensive emissions inventory 
indicating emission levels from all 


sources of VOC’s and oxides of nitrogen 
for both 1980 and 1987. 

Forthe NCIAQCR, a regional 
emission inventory for 1980 and 1987 
was developed in the COG plan. This 
inventory included point, mobile, and 
area sources of VOC and NO*, and the 
procedures used to calculate emission 
levels were described in the COG plan. 
EPA presented comments to COG on the 
emission inventory during its 
development, and COG has adequately 
responded to these comments. 

Therefore. EPA believes that the 
emissions inventory is generally 
consistent with EPA guidelines and 
requirements. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve the emissions inventory portion 
of the SIP. 

(b) Demonstration of Attainment/ 
Modeling —To insure consistency among 
states which are required to 
demonstrate attainment by 1987, EPA 
encouraged each State to use the City* 
Specific Empirical Kinetic Modeling 
Approach (KKMA). COG ran EKMA to 
determine the VOC reduction necessary 
in the NCIAQCR to achieve the ozone 
standard by December 31.1987. 

The EKMA analysis in the District's 
SIP is based on monitored air quality 
data in the Metropolitan Washington, 
D.C. area from 1980 and 1981. Numerous 
representative days were modeled by 
COG resulting in a 48 percent VOC 
reduction requirement for the region 
based on a 0.18 ppm ozone value 
recorded at the Takoma monitoring site 
in Washington. D.C. on July 16,1980. 
Using the 46 percent reduction required, 
the Metropolitan Washington. D.C. area 
must reduce 1980 VOC emissions of 342 
tons per day by 157 tons to achieve 
attainment by the end of 1987. The 
current plan demonstrates a VOC 
emission reduction of 118 tons per day 
by 1987. leaving an additional reduction 
of 39 tons per day needed to attain the 
standard. Emission reduction targets 
were estimated by the three 
jurisdictions to achieve the needed 39 
tons. The targets are: District of 
Columbia—10 tons. Muryland—14 tons, 
and Virginia—16 tons. Those targets 
were rounded up to a total of 40 tons per 
day for planning purposes. Control 
measures in the District s SIP will 
reduce emissions by 9.56 tons per year. 
The schedules for implementation of 
these control measures were included in 
(his SIP, and are discussed in the 
"Stationary Source Controls" and 
‘Transportation Control Measures" 
sections of this notice. 

In its SIP submittal, the District states 
that "the precise allocation (of emission 
reductions) among the jurisdictions is to 
be determined at a later time," either 


through the COG process "or an 
appropriate alternative." However, 
since emission reduction laigels were 
submitted in the SIP. EPA will use these 
targets for each jurisdiction. Any future 
changes to these targets or other aspects 
of the plan must be submitted as a SIP 
revision. Since Section 174 of the Clean 
Air Act requires consultation among 
State and local government officials in 
developing SIP revisions, the COG 
process is the preferred procedure for 
revising SIP elements. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve the demonstration of 
attainment/modeling portion of the SIP. 

(c) Reasonable Further Progress —The 
District has submitted an adequate 
Reasonable Further Progress (RFP) 
presentation and discussion in the SIP. 
This presentation consists of a graph 
showing emission reductions from 1980 
to 1987 of 38 tons per day of non¬ 
methane hydrocarbon emissions. This 36 
tons per day represents a 26 ton per day 
reduction of base case emissions 
(largely from the FMVCP and I/M), plus 
the additional 10 tons per day reduction 
from additional control measures which 
are committed to as part of this SIP. The 
District has existing new source review 
and offset requirements which will 
allow growth while remaining within the 
RFP limitation, and continue to maintain 
attainment of the ozone standard after 
1987. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve the reasonable further progress 
portion of the SIP. 

(d) Stationary Source Controls —The 
Clean Air Act requires States to adopt 
regulations requiring Reasonably 
Available Control Technology (RACT). 
Therefore, as part of the 1982 submittal 
States must include RACT for: (a) All 
sources of VOCs covered by a Control 
Techniques Guideline (CTG) and (b)*all 
remaining major stationary sources with 
the potential to emit more than 100 tons 
of VOC per year. 

EPA requires that the submittal either 
include legally enforceable measures to 
implement RACT for the sources, or else 
document the State's determination that 
the existing level of control represents 
RACT for each of these sources. 

Enforceable schedules for adoption 
and implementation of regulations may 
be acceptable in lieu of adopted 
regulations, if reasonable further 
progress is maintained and the 
schedules are as expeditious as 
practicable. 

1 . CTG Regulations: The District has 
submitted regulations for applicable 
Group I CTG categories, as well as 
regulations for tank truck leak controls 
(a Group II CTG category). These 
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regulations have been approved by EPA. 
However, final regulations for dry 
cleaning sources have not been 
submitted. The District has submitted 
draft regulations for perchloroethylene 
dry cleaning sources. These regulations 
are scheduled to be adopted and 
submitted during 1964 and are 
equivalent to RACT in their present 
form. On October 24,1963 at 46 FR 
49097. the Agency proposed to add 
perchloroethylene to the list of organic 
compounds which are negligibly 
reactive. If final action is taken and 
perchloroethylene is added to the list 
the EPA would not approve or enforce 
controls on perchloroethylene as part of 
a federally enforceable O* SIP. As 
stated in that notice, however, the EPA 
is not precluding the possible future 
regulation of perchloroethylene under 
other provisions of the Clean Air Act or 
under other environmental legislation. 

Two graphic arts facilities emitting 
over 100 tons per year m the District are 
not currently controlled to RACT levels. 
'Hie District is developing a regulation 
for these sources, but has submitted 
neither this regulation nor a schedule for 
adoption of this regulation as part of the 
SIP. The District has committed to apply 
RACT to these sources. Action is 
expected on this regulation prior to 
December, 1984. If the regulation is not 
adopted, the District plans to control 
these sources through an existing 
regulation on sources emitting 
photochemically reactive solvents. 

Either regulation appears to be at least 
equivalent to RACT. and should be 
acceptable. However, the District must 
submit a schedule for implementing the 
applicable regulation. 

The District has developed a draft 
regulation for petroleum dry cleaning, 
and intends to submit this regulation to 
EPA when it is adopted. This is the only 
Group III CTG category which will be 
applicable in the District. 

2. Regulations for 100 Ton Sources — 
The District has demonstrated that 
RACT has been applied to all other 
sources emitting volatile organic 
compounds at levels exceeding 100 tons 
per year. 

Proposed Action; EPA Is proposing to 
approve the stationary source control 
portion of this SIP, provided a schedule 
for the control of the graphic arts 
sources is submitted to EPA for 
Inclusion in the SIP prior to final action 
on this SIP. 

e. Transportation Control Measures 
(TCMsf —The Metropolitan Washington 
Council of Governments (COG) is the 
ir id agency for development of the 
transportation portion of the 1962 SIP for 
the District of Columbia. In developing a 
regional transportation control plan as a 


part of the overall control strategy. COG 
examined the feasibility of applying the 
19 categories of measures listed in 
Section 106(f) of the Act and considered 
to be "reasonably available." COG 
considered fifteen of these eighteen 
categories to be feasible for 
implementation in the National Capital 
Interstate AQCR. COG then considered 
60 specific measures derived from these 
categories for inclusion into the SIP. The 
District, in cooperation with Maryland. 
Virginia and COG. analyzed the effects 
of these measures on emission of 
pollutants, on consumption of gasoline, 
and on factors other than air quality 
goals (including costs of these 
measures). As a result of this analysis. 
COG has developed the following 
transportation measures designed to 
reduce VOC emissions in the District of 
Columbia: 

1. Metro; 

2. Signal ay stems; 

3. Parking restrictions. 

4. Bicycle Improvements; 

5. Transportation System Management 
|TSM) Implementation, and: 

6. Ridesharing Improvements; 

7. I/M improvements. 

The District has committed to 
implementing these measures to the 
extent that they are “reasonably 
available." The COG transportation 
plan and the District’s Appendix A 
contain legally enforceable 
commitments necessary to implement 
the above-listed transportation 
measures. In addition, the District's 
transportation plan addresses basic 
transportation needs, and efforts are 
continuing to expand and improve 
public transportation. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes 
approval of the COG-deve!oped 
transportation plan for the District of 
Columbia portion of the National 
Capital Interstate AQCR. 

/ Inspection and Maintenance /// 

M )— All major urban areas that needed 
an extension beyond 1982 to attain the 
standard for Oj or CO were required to 
include vehicle I/M as a portion of its 
1979 SIP revision. The District had 
previously submitted enabling 
legislation for an 1/M program which 
was approved as a SIP revision on 
December 16, 1981 (46 FR 01254). 

The 1982 SIP revision must include: (1) 
The rules and regulations for 
implementing an I/M program that will 
meet the minimum requirements for 
emission reductions, and (2) 
commitments to other needed program 
details that will provide for an 
acceptable I/M program. 1/M elements 
already submitted and approved as part 
of an earlier SIP submittal need not be 
submitted again. The 1982 SIP policy 


published on January 22, 1981 (46 FR 
7162). discusses these requirements. 

The overall adequacy of each critical 
element of the I/M program, and 
therefore the approvability of the 1982 
SIP revision, was determined by 
comparing each element to established 
I/M policy. I/M program elements must 
be consistent with EPA policy, or must 
he shown to be equivalent. 

The Districts I/M program began 
mandatory inspections on January 17, 
1983. The District submitted the 
following elements to satisfy the 
requirements of the 1982 SIP revision: 

—Inspection Test Procedures 
—Emission S’andards 
—Emission Analyzer Specifications and 
Mnintenance/Calibration 
Requirements 

—Recordkeeping and Record Submittal 
Requirements 

—Quality Control Audit, and 
Surveillance Procedures 
—Public Awareness Plan 
—Other Program Rules. Regulations, 
and Procedures. 

The District’s I/M program incudes 
two vehicle inspection stations operated 
by the D.C. Department of 
Transportation, and licensed, privately- 
owned reinspection station located 
throughout the District. Approved 
training is required for mechanics 
involved in reinspection procedures, and 
reinspection stations must be relicensed 
every two years. EPA has reviewed the 
District’s 1/M program submission and 
has found that it meets EPA 
requirements except as noted below. 

The District has not yet submitted 
information to fully satisfy the 
requirements of the 1982 SIP revision for 
two elements: l. Audit and Surveillance 
procedures, and 2. the procedures used 
in the issuance of approval and rejection 
stickers. 

EPA policy requires at least monthly 
audits of decentralized inspection 
stations, such as the reinspection 
stations licensed in the District’s I/M 
program, or an alternate surveillance 
system which is at least as effective as a 
system of monthly audits. In EPA’s final 
action on the District's 1979 SIP revision 
(46 FR 61254. Dec. 10.1981). an 
inconsistency was noted in the District's 
I/M regulations relating to the issuance 
of approval and rejection stickers (page 
61259). At that time, EPA requested 
further clarification from the District on 
the procedures used in the issuance of 
these stickers. 

EPA believes that the District's I/M 
program is meeting EPA requirements in 
both of these areas. Nevertheless, the 
District must submit information to fully 
describe these two elements before EPA 
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can lake final action on the District's 
1982 SIP revision. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve the I/M portion of the SIP for 
the District of Columbia; however, EPA 
w ill not take final action on this portion 
of the plan until the District submits its 
audit ond surveillance procedures and 
sticker issuance procedures. 

II. Carbon Monoxide 

Transportation sources, especially 
autobilies, are responsible for 93 percent 
of CO emissions in this area. CO is 
monitored at 10 sites throughout the 
region. Violations of the 8-hour standard 
have been recorded in areas of high 
traffic density. The entire District of 
Columbia is currently designated as 
nonattainment for CO. The attainment 
date for the District is December 31, 

1987. 

CO concentrations are expected to 
decrease significantly by 1987 due to a 
continuation of the Federal Motor 
Vehicle Control program and 
implementation of vehicle 1/M. In order 
to determine expected concentrations of 
CO in 1987, the District performed 
several analyses of CO emissions. These 
included use of several techniques for 
modeling highway CO concentrations, 
and a modeling analysis of the primary 
point source of CO emissions (the Solid 
Waste Reduction Center). These 
analyses, which were submitted as part 
of the SIP, demonstrate that the 
standards for CO will be attained by 
1987. The plan also contains an 
adequate demonstration of Reasonable 
Further Progress (RFP). This material 
satisfies EPA criteria, and the District’s 
submittal included all items necessary 
for an approval CO plan. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve the CO portion of the SIP. 

C. Additional Requirements — 7 . 
Conformity of Federal Actions . 
Compliance with Section 176(c) of the 
Clean Air Act requires a close 
cooperative effort between all agencies 
granted Federal funding. 

Routine procedures which are part of 
the basic planning process performed by 
COG and the State and local 
governments will ensure that no projects 
will be constructed or implemented 
which will produce emissions that are 
inconsistent with the adopted SIP. 
Compliance with Sections 176(c) and 316 
also requires the use of consistent 
population projections in all Federal 
funding activities. COG has developed a 
"Cooperative Forecasting Process" 
which fills this need. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve this portion of the SIP. 

2. Consultation with State and Local 
Officials. During the preparation of the 


1982 SIP. the District, via the COG 
planning process, insured the continued 
involvement of the public and all 
appropriate government agency 
officials. Opportunity was given for all 
interested parties to participate in the 
development of the transportation plan 
and other elements of the SIP. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve this portion of the SIP. 

3. Conformance with Other 
Requirements of Section 172 of the 
Clean Air Act Section 172(b) of the 
Clean Air Act requires that certain items 
be included in all SIP revisions. Most of 
these requirements huve been addressed 
above. Following is a discussion of the 
remaining requirements. 

a. Commitment of Financial and 
Manpower Resources— The District has 
committed adequate financial and 
manpower resources to carry out the 
programs established in the 1982 SIP. 

b. Analysis of Effects—The District 
submitted an analysis of the effects the 
SIP will have on air quality, health, 
welfare, the economy, energy and 
society. In general, there are few 
negative effects, and these will be 
minimal. The majority of the effects of 
the plan on each of the above-mentioned 
criteria will be neutral or positive. 

c. Contingency Plan — EPA’s January 

1981 policy also requires States to 
develop a process for identifying and 
implementing additional transportation 
control measures that can be used in the 
event thut there is an unanticipated 
shortfall in emission reductions. The 
COG plan includes a list of measures 
which will be considered in each 
circumstance and describes the process 
which will be used to make up any 
future shortfalls. 

Proposed Action: EPA proposes to 
approve this portion of the SIP. 

EPA Action 

Proposed Action: Based on the above 
information. EPA is proposing to 
approve the 1982 State Implementation 
Plan for ozone for the District of 
Columbia, submitted on December 28, 

1982 and April 15.1983. However, prior 
to final approval, the District must 
submit schedules for the control of two 
graphic arts sources. EPA is soliciting 
public comment on this notice and any 
related mutters. Interested parties may 
participate in the Federal rulemaking 
procedures by submitting written 
comments to the address above. 

The Administrator’s decision to 
approve or disapprove the plan revision 
will be based on whether it meets the 
requirements of Sections 110(a)(2)(A}- 
(K) and 110(a)(3) of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended, and EPA regulations in 40 
CFR Part 51. 


The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b). the 
Administrator has certified that SIP 
approvals do not have a significant 
impact on a substantial numher of small 
entities. (See 46 FR 8709). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Air pollution control. Ozone. Sulfur 
oxides. Nitrogen dioxide, 
Intergovernmental relations, Lead. 
Particulate matter. Carbon monoxide. 
Hydrocarbons. 

Authority: Secs. 110(a). 172 and 301(a) of 
the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
7410(a), 7502, and 7001(a)). 

Dated: August 23. 1983 
Thomas P. Eichler. 

Regional Administrator. 

(HI Doc Mn] 

SHUNQ coot SStt-tO'M 


40 CFR Part 773 

(OPTS-47002B BH-FRL 2395-4) 

Chlorinated Benzenes 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Proposed rule related notice; 
request for comments. 

summary: On July 18.1980, EPA issued 
a proposed test rule for health effects 
testing of monochlorobenzene, specific 
isomers of di-. tri-, and 
tctrachlorobenzenes, and 
pentachlorobenzene. EPA now intends 
to withdraw the proposed test 
requirements, except for the proposed 
requirement for oncogenicity testing of 
1.2,4- tri chlorobenzene and the proposed 
health effects tests for 1.2.4.5- 
tetrachlorobenzene. based on EPA’s 
analysis of data received during, and 
subsequent to, the public comment 
period for the proposal and on testing 
being conducted by the manufacturers 
of chlorobenzenes. An industry- 
proposed testing program, sponsored by 
the Chlorobenzene Producers 
Association, should generate sufficient 
data to reasonably determine or predict 
the reproductive effects of 
monochlorobenzene and ortho- and 
pa/TT'dichlorobenzcne. The need for 
oncogenicity testing of 1,2.4- 
trichlorobenzcnc will be determined 
based on data being developed by the 
National Toxicology Program and the 
Chlorobenzene Producers Association, 
and will be the subject of later public 
meeting. 
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date: Written comments should be 
received by February 6.1984. 
address: Written comments should 
be ar th e document control number 
(OPTS-47002B] and should be submitted 
in triplicate to: TSCA Public Information 
Office (TS-793), Office of Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Rm. E-108. 401 M St. 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20460. 

The Adminstrative record supporting 
this action is available for public 
inspection in Rm. E-107 at the above 
address from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.. 
Monday through Friday, except legal 
holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jack P. McCarthy, Director, TSCA 
Assistance Office (TS-799), Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St. SW., Washington. D.C. 20460, toll 
free: (800-424-9085). in Washington, DC: 
(554-1404), Outside the USA: (operator- 
202-554-1404). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Background 

Section 4(a) of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA) (Pub. L 94-469. 90 
Stat. 2003; 15 U.S.C. 2601 et seq.) 
authorizes the EPA to promulgate 
regulations requiring testing of chemical 
substances and mixtures in order to 
develop data relevant to determining the 
risks that such chemicals may present to 
human health and the environment 

Section 4(e) of TSCA established an 
Interagency Testing Committee (ITC) to 
recommend to the EPA a list of 
chemicals to be considered for the 
promulgation of testing rules under 
section 4(a) of the Act. The ITC 
designated monochlorobenzene and the 
dichlorobenzenes for health and 
environmental effects testing, as 
published in the Federal Register of 
October 12,1977 (42 FR 55026). Tri-, 
tetra-, and pentachlorobenznes were 
designated later by the ITC for similar 
testing, as published in the Federal 
Register of October 30,1978 (43 FR 
50630). The specific recommendations 
for the lower (mono- and di-) 
chlorinated benzenes were 
carcinogenicity, mutagenicity, 
teratogenicity, other chronic effects, 
environmental effects testing, and 
epidemiology studies. The test 
recommendations for the higher 
chlorinated benzenes were similar 
except for modifying the “other chronic 
effects" testing recommendation to 
include testing for “other toxic effects”, 
particularly effects on the neurological 
and hematopoietic systems. 

The Agency issued a proposed health 
effects test rule for both groups of 


chlorinated benzenes designated by the 
ITC which was published in the Federal 
Register of July 18.1980 (45 FR 48524). 
The proposed rule was based upon a 
finding that there may be an 
unreasonable health risk as described 
under TSCA section 4(a)(1)(A). Although 
the finding was made for the category of 
chlorobenzenes as a whole. EPA 
proposed that manufacturers and 
processors of the chlorinated benzenes 
whould be required to conduct 
oncogenicity, structural teratogenicity, 
reproductive effects and subchronic/ 
chronic effects testing of only certain 
members of the category. 

The specific test requirements 
proposed on July 18,1980, are 
designated with an “X" in Table 1 
below. The numerical superscripts In the 
table summarize EPA's reasons for not 
proposing certain test for specific 
chlorobenzenes as discussed in the July 
18.1980, proposal and give EPA’s 
subsequent conclusions concerning the 
proposed test requirements. The bases 
for these latter conclusions are 
presented in Units 11 and III of this 
notice. 

Table 1.—Summary of Test Needs Ad¬ 
dressed in the 7-18 80 Proposed Rule* 
ano Rationales for Tentative Decisions 
Not To Pursue Such Testing Through 
Rulemaking 
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Although the Agency did propose 
structural teratogenic effects testing of 
1,2,4-lrichlorobenzene. EPA stated that it 
would reconsider the need to include 
teratogenic testing requirements for 


1,2.4-trichlorobenzene in a final test rule 
upon evaluation of the test data from an 
Agency-sponsored teratogenicity 
screening study being conducted at 
Research Triangle Park, N.C. 

Also in its proposed rule, the Agency 
solicited comments on additional health 
effects testing which included 
neurotoxicity, behavioral teratogenicity, 
mutagenicity, and metabolism testing of 
the chlorobenzenes. However, the 
Agency indicated it intended to defer 
requiring such testing because (1) EPA 
was not prepared to specify test 
standards for neurotoxicity, behavioral 
teratogenicity, or metabolism testing, 
and (2) EPA had not yet developed 
mutagenicity testing sequence criteria. 
Subsequently, the Agency has published 
test guidelines for some neurotoxicity 
and metabolism testing (Ref. 1) and has 
itself initiated lower tiered mutagenicity 
testing of several of the industrially and 
commercially important isomers of the 
chlorinated benzenes (Ref. 2). The EPA 
believes that information generated by 
ongoing testing may bear on the 
determination of the need for 
neurotoxicity testing and has therefore 
decided not to propose neurotoxicity 
testing at this time. Guidelines are still 
not available for behavioral 
teratogenicity testing. The Agency will 
reevaluate the need for neurotoxicity 
and behavioral teratogenicity testing of 
the chlorobenzenes after it has assessed 
data from existing, ongoing, and 
proposed testing addressed later in this 
notice. The Agency does not consider 
these testing concerns to be dismissed 
by this action and intends to resolve the 
need to require neurotoxicity and 
behaviorial teratogenicity testing thru 
further analysis in calendar year 1984. 

The Agency did not propose testing 
for oncogenicity of monochlorobenzene, 
ortho- and poro-dichlorobenzcnes, and 
teratogenicity and subchronic/chronic 
effects of pcntachlorobenzene because 
adequate testing appeared to be 
underway or completed to characterize 
all these effects. Nor did it propose 
reproductive effects testing of 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene because an Agency- 
sponsored test was then in progress. 
Epidemiology studies were not proposed 
because the Agency was unable to 
identify a suitable cohort. To date no 
epidemiological information is known to 
exist for the chlorobenzenes. 

The Agency did not include 
environmental effects testing in its July 
18.1980, proposal because 
environmental effects test standards 
development had not progressed at the 
same rate as that for some health effects 
and. therefore, test standards were 
unavailable for supporting an 
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environmental effects test rule. 
Environmental effects testing needs for 
the chlorobenzenes are currently being 
assessed and will be addressed by the 
Agency in a future Federal Register 
notice In this calendar year. 

11. Events Subsequent to Proposal 

In its July 18,1980. proposed health 
effects test rule for chlorinated 
benzenes. EPA asked commenters to 
provide any other relevant health effects 
studies or data that were not referenced 
by the testing support document and 
which might cause the Agency to revise 
its evaluation of testing needs for the 
chlorobenzenes. A considerable amount 
of voluntarily submitted information 
was received after publication of the 
proposal. As a result EPA reevaluated 
the testing it had proposed and 
concluded that, with the exceptions of 
the oncogenicity testing of 1,2,4- 
trichiorobenzene and the reproductive 
effects testing of monochlorobenzene 
and ortho- and paro-dtchlorobenzenes, 
the testing as originally proposed is 
either already being performed or no 
longer necessary. This information is in 
the public record of this proceeding and 
may be commented upon during the 
public comment period established by 
this notice. Some information was 
received in respones to the TSCA 
section 8(d) Health and Safety Data 
Reporting rule (September 2,1982.47 FR 
38780) and the TSCA section 8(a) 
Preliminary Assessment Information 
rule (June 22,1982. 47 FR 20992). 

After evaluating the available 
exposure information the chlorobenzene 
manufacturers had submitted after 
issuance of the proposed rule, the 
Agency had determined initially that 
there was insufficient human exposure 
to tetra- and pentachlorobenzenes to 
present an unreasonable risk to human 
health. However, more recent 
information on production and use of 
tetrachlorobenzcnes was submitted to 
the Agency (see Unit III.A.). This new 
information has prompted the Agency to 
reconsider its initial determination for 
not requiring health effects testing of 
tetrachlorobenzcnes while proceeding to 
publish its testing decisions regarding 
the other chlorobenzenes. Consequently, 
the Agency is deferring its finol decision 
on the need for testing of 
tetrachlorobenzcnes until the potential 
for exposure through the new production 
and use of tetrachlorobenzcnes can be 
assessed adequately. 

In June. 1981. EPA informed the 
Chlorobenzene Producers Association 
(CPA) of the results of its tentative 
reassessment of testing needs and over 
the next 8 months, began discussions 
with industry about additional testing. 


Generally. EPA does not negotiate 
testing with industry after it has 
proposed a test rule. The policy of not 
negotiating after proposal was adopted 
because the advantages of negotiations, 
/.e.. saving time and Agency resources, 
are less if the Agency has already issued 
a proposed test rule. However, the 
chlorobenzenes were treated as an 
exception to this policy because 
negotiations with industry were well 
underway at the time the policy was 
adopted. On February 26,1982, the CPA 
proposed a test program for the 
chlorobenzenes for the remaining health 
effects of concern (Ref. 3). EPA delayed 
publishing this notice because of the 
Agency’s need to give highest priority to 
complying with the court-ordered test 
rule actions for calendar year 1982 
(Costle vs NRDC; 79 Civ 2411, U S. 
District Court, January 9,1981). 
Meanwhile, the CPA decided not to 
initiate its proposed testing until EPA 
formally accepted the test program 
through a published Federal Register 
notice and public comment was received 
on the CPA test proposal. 

A. Reproductive Effects Testing of 
mono- and Dichlorobenzenes 

The CPA proposes to conduct 
reproductive effects testing of 
monochlorobenzene, and ortho- and 
pcra-dichlorobenzcncs under a 
"decision tree” or tiered approach. 
Testing on monochlorobenzene will be 
performed first because (1) evidence 
suggesting reproductive toxicity is 
available for monochlorobenzene (see 
Chlorinated Benzenes Support 
Document for the proposed rule) and (2) 
reproductive effects test data on 
monochlorobenzene, in combination 
with that now available for 1,2,4- 
trichlorobenzene will be most useful for 
making reproductive effects testing 
decisions about the dichlorobenzenes 
since these chlorobenzene isomers 
structurally bracket the 
dichlorobcnzenes. 

If the test on monochlorobenzene fail 
to show a biologically significant 
adverse reproductive effect, no further 
reproductive effects testing will be 
necessary for the dichlorobcnzenes. As 
stated in Unit Ill. D. 2. below, EPA 
believes that if reproductive effects 
testing of monochlorobenzene fails to 
yield a biologically significant adverse 
reproductive effect, this when combined 
with negative reproductive effects for 
1,2,4-trichlorobenzene and other 
available information will mean there is 
no basis for believing that these 
chemicals are likely to pose an 
unreasonable risk of reproductive 
effects to humans. If, however, the 
monochlorobenzene study does show a 


biologically significant adverse 
reproductive effect, the producers, in 
consultation with EPA, will select either 
ortho - or pora-dichlorobenzene for 
consideration for reproductive effects 
testing. Together with EPA. the 
producers will then evaluate all other 
data available at the time regarding the 
dichforobenzene selected, including 
exposure data and toxicity data, to 
determine whether a reproductive effect 
study on either ortho - or para- 
clichlorobenzene is needed. If. after that 
evaluation, there remains a need for a 
reproductive effect study on the first 
dichlorobenzene as determined by EPA, 
the producers will conduct such a study. 

Upon the completion of the first 
dichlorobenzene study, the producers, 
together with EPA. will evaluate all 
other data available at the time, 
including available exposure and 
toxicity data and the results of the 
monochlorobenzene and 
dichlorobenzene studies, to determine 
whether the second dichlorobenzene 
should be tested for reproductive 
effects. If after that evaluation, there 
remains a need for a reproductive 
effects study on the second 
dichlorobenzene as determined by EPA, 
the producers will conduct such a study. 

Reproductive effects testing protocols 
will be submitted to the Agency in 
advance of each study. The protocols for 
the monochlorobenzene study will be 
consistent with those proposed by the 
Agency on July 28.1979 (44 FR 44087). 
with appropriate modification for the 
inhalation route of exposure. 

Subsequent protocols may vary 
depending upon the state of the art at 
the time the study is undertaken. 

The complete reproductive effects 
testing proposal is contained in the 
public record for the chlorobenzenes 
and is part of the comprehensive test 
agreement package contained in (Ref. 3) 
of Unit V of this notice. 

Persons interested in reviewing the 
reproductive effects test data for the 
individual chlorobenzenes being 
proposed for testing and assisting the 
Agency in determining whether 
additional reproductive effects testing 
will be necessary, should notify the 
Agency at the address given above. 

B. DNA Repair and Cell Transformation 
Tests on Monochlorobenzene . ortho- 
Diehl orubenzene and 1.Z4- 
Trichlorobenzcno 

In discussing the question of 
oncogenicity testing for 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene. CPA suggested that a 
testing decision should be based on the 
results from the National Toxicology 
Program's (NTP*s) chomic toxicity 
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bioassays on monoclorobenzene and 
orf/w-dichlorobenzene. The Agency 
agreed that the results of the bioassays 
would be useful, but suggested that 
additional in vitro cell transformation 
data also might be useful in making a 
priority decision concerning the need for 
oncogenicity testing of 1.2.4- 
trichlorobenzene. As a result of these 
discussions, the CPA initiated DNA 
repair and cell transformation assays for 
each of the following: 
monochlorobenzene, ortho - 
dichlorobenzene, and 1,2.4- 
trichlorobenzene. 

The DNA repair study is in a primary 
hepatocyte cell culture from adult male 
F-344 rats. The major advantage 
proposed for this test system is that the 
liver has the broadest capability for 
biotransformation of xenobiotics. and in 
this test system cultured hepatocytes 
will provide this same metabolic 
capability but in an intact cell system. 
This test has been conducted according 
to a method developed by Dr. Gary 
Williams. (Refs. 4,5). This test protocol 
was reviewed by EPA prior to initiation 
of the study. The DNA repair test 
proposal is attachment B-l of the 
February 26,1982, comprehensive test 
proposal (Ref. 3), and is available for 
inspection in the public record. This 
study will follow the proposed testing 
guidelines for detecting effects on DNA 
repair or recombination (the guidelines 
first proposed as test standards in 40 
CFR 772.114—4). 

The DNA repair assay is currently 
being performed. A copy of the final test 
report Including study results will be 
incorporated into the public record for 
this action when it is made available to 
the Agency by the CPA later this year. 

Attachment B-2 of the CPA test 
program (Ref. 3) contains the protocol 
for a cell transformation assay in adult 
Fischer F-344 rat liver epithelial cells. 
The assessment of neoplastic 
transformation by chemicals In adult rat 
epithelial cell lines (ARL) involves assay 
for five markers of transformation. 
Growth on soft agar, growth in low 
calcium medium, increase in cell density 
at confluency. presence of cytochemical 
activity of gamma-glutamyl 
transpeptidase, and increase in 2- 
deoxyglucose uptake have established 
by San. et oh, 1979 (Ref. 8) as objective 
and quantifiable markers of 
transformation in liver cells. These 
markers were shown to be induced by 
chemical carcinogens (Shimada. et a/. t 
1980) (Ref. 7). 

The advantages cited by CPA for the 
ARL transformation assay are that these 
lines are of epithelial origin, producing 
carcinomas upon implantation in 
animals after transformation (Williams 
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et ah, 1973) (Ref. 8): and, being derived 
from liver, they retain a broad capability 
for intact ceil carcinogen metabolism as 
shown in mutagenesis studies (Tong and 
Williams. 1978 and 1980) (Refs. 9.10) 

The reliability of these cell 
transformation and DNA repair assays 
for predicting the oncogenic potential of 
untested chemicals has not been fully 
established. EPA has sponsored testing 
of known chemical carcinogens and 
non-carcinogens in these assays in an 
attempt to validate the usefulness of the 
test systems for predicting chemically- 
induced oncogenicity. However, these 
studies were never completed and the 
assays were never fully validated by 
EPA for general use. (Final reports for 
the completed test results are available 
for inspection in the public docket.) 
Nevertheless. EPA believes that test 
data resulting from the CPA program 
specifically using the chlorobenzenes, 
when assessed with EPA*s own 
mutagenicity test data and the results 
from NTFa chronic toxicity bioassays, 
will provide information relevant to 
determining the need for 1,2.4- 
trichlorobenzene oncogenicity testing. 
EPA pluns to re-open the comment 
period and hold a public meeting in the 
first quarter of 1984 to discuss the 
results from all these tests and establish 
their usefulness in determining the need 
for the oncogenicity testing of 1,2.4- 
tri chlorobenzene. 

C. Interactive Process 

EPA and the manufacturers have 
agreed, that as each necessary sequence 
of the reproductive effects testing is 
completed, they will meet to discuss 
whether the test data will enable the 
Agency to assess the health risk for the 
test chemical. 

1. CPA has agreed to furnish EPA with 
the names and addresses of the 
laboratories conducting the tests 
described above as soon as they are 
available. The specific test being 
performed by each laboratory shall be 
indicated. 

2. CPA has agreed to adhere to the 
Good Laboratory Practice Standards 
adopted by the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) in 43 FR 59986 
(December 22.1978). 

3. CPA has agreed to permit 
laboratory audits/inspections by the 
EPA or FDA in accordance with the 
authority and procedures outlined in 
TSCA Section 11. These inspections 
may be conducted for purposes which 
include verification that testing has 
begun, that schedules are being met. 
that reports accurately reflect the 
underlying raw data and that the studies 
arc being conducted according to either 


TSCA or FDA Good Laboratory 
Practices. 

4. CPA has agreed that all raw data, 
documentation, records, protocols, 
specimens, and reports generated as a 
result of a study and required to be 
retained by proposed TSCA Good 
Laboratory Practice Standards or FDA 
Good Laboratory Practices, at CPA's 
option, will be retained for a period of 
ten years after completion of a study 
and made available to EPA during an 
inspection, or submitted to EPA if 
requested by EPA. 

5. TSCA section 14(b)(l)(A)(i) governs 
Agency disclosure of all test data 
submitted pursuant to this negotiated 
agreement. The Agency plans to publish 
quarterly notices in the Federal Register 
of the receipt of all test data submitted 
under this agreement. Subject to TSCA 
section 14. the notice will provide 
information similar to that described in 
TSCA section 4(d). Except as otherwise 
provided in TSCA section 14, such data 
will be made available by EPA for 
examination by any person. 

6. Finally, failure to conduct the 
testing according to the specified 
protocol(s) or failure to follow Good 
Laboratory Practices as indicated above 
may invalidate the tests. In such cases, a 
data gap may still exist and the Agency 
may decide to require testing through a 
rule. 

D Timing of Testing 

CPA anticipates starting the 
reproductive effects testing within 3 
months of final acceptance of the 
proposal by EPA and completion of 
dosing for these studies 12 months after 
the start date (Ref. 3). 

Quarterly status reports of study 
progress will be submitted to the 
Agency while testing is being conducted 
and will be available for review in the 
public record. A final report will be 
issued upon evaluation of the data and 
release by the Chemical Manufacturers 
Association (CMA) which will be 
providing administrative and technical 
support to the CPA for the test program. 
This is anticipated to occur 12 months 
after sacrificing the test animals for the 
study. The total time from initiation to 
report submission to EPA is 24 months, 
somewhat less than the initiation to 
submission time proposed by EPA in the 
July 18.1980. notice (45 FR 48536). If one 
or both of the dichlorobenzenes are 
required to be tested, testing will begin 
as soon as practical following the 
decision to test. The same dosing 
periods and reporting schedules set 
forth for monochlorobenzene will be 
followed. Should CPA fail to make a 
good faith effort to adhere to its testing 
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schedule, EPA will initiate rulemaking to 
require testing. 

As indicated in Unit U.B., the cell 
transformation and DNA repair studies 
have been initiated. Test completion is 
expected in September. 1983. with report 
submission to EPA by December 31. 

1983. EPA will include these test results 
in the public record as soon as they are 
made available to the Agency. 

111. Proposed Decision to Terminate 
Rulemaking 

For the reasons described below.the 
Agency has tentatively accepted the 
CPA reproductive testing program, 
concluding that the proposed 
reproductive effects testing will 
adequately characterize the 
reproductive health hazards for the 
lower chlorinated benzenes. In addition. 
EPA has concluded that CPA's cell 
transformation and DNA repair testing 
for the chlorinated benzenes, together 
with other relevant test data discussed 
in Unit II1.C. below, is likely to provide 
information relevant to evaluating the 
oncogenic potential of 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene and docs not believe 
that immediately beginning a 2-year 
bioassay would be necessary. EPA also 
believes that: (1) The teratogenic effects 
testing resultes for monochlorobenzene. 
ortho- and para- dichlorobenzenes, and 
1.2,4-trichlorobenzene, received after the 
July 18,1900, proposal, are adequate to 
reasonably determine or predict the 
potential teratogenic risk of these 
substances; (2) ongoing or completed 
studies will provide adquate data to 
reasonably predict the subchronic/ 
chronic toxicity of the above-mentioned 
substances; (3) that exposure data 
received subsequent to the July 18.1980, 
proposal indicate that there is 
insufficient exposure to 
pentachlorobenzcne to support section 
4(a)(1)(A) findings to require the health 
effects testing previously proposed for 
this chemical, and (4) that the exposure 
profile of the tetrachlorobenzenes is 
highly uncertain at the current time. 

Therefore, on the basis of the 
information now available to the 
Agency and the proposed CPA testing 
program. EPA has tentatively decided 
not to issue a final rule for any of the 
previously proposed health effects tesls 
for any of the chlorinated benzenes at 
this time and will therefore, withdraw 
its proposed test rule except for testing 
of 1.2,4.5-tetrachlorobenzene and 
oncogenicity testing of 1,2.4- 
tricholorobenzene. In the latter case. 

EPA will determine the need to 
promulgate a final test rule upon review 
of the data from the ongoing NTP 
oncogenicity tests and the CPA's DNA 
repair and cell transformation tests. 


Should the test results indicate to EPA 
the need for a long-term oncogenicity 
bioassay for this substance, the Agency 
can proceed with issuing a final rule 
under section 4(a) of TSCA. This 
decision will be the subject of 
subsequent public comment and a public 
meeting. The reasons for the Agency's 
decision with respect to each of the 
chlorobenzenes are presented below. 

A. Exposure Data: meta - 
Dichlorobcnzcne, 1.2.3- and 1.3,5- 
Trichlorobenzenes, and Tetro - and 
Pen ta-Chlorobenzenes 

In the fall of 1980. the CPA submitted 
to the Agency two occupational 
exposure survey reports, one for 
trichlorobenzenes (Ref. 11) and a second 
for tetra- and pentachlorobenzenes (Ref. 
12). Occupational survey reports for 
monochlorobenzene and the 
dichlorobenzenes were submitted in 
February 1980 (Ref. 13). The exposure 
estimates used by the Agency in its July 
18.1980, proposal and the industry 
estimates of exposure to these 
chlorinated benezes appear in Table 2. 

Table 2—Estimateo Occupational 
Exposures to Chlorobenzenes 
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The Agency concludes from the CPA 
information (Refs. 11.12,13 and 14) that 
there is insufficient human exposure to 
several chlorinated benzenes, namely 
meto-dichlorobenzene, and 1, 2, 3,- and 
1. 3, 5-trichlorobenzenes. because these 
chemicals are low volume incidental 
contaminants occurring during the 
manufacture of the industrially and 
commercially important isomers. 
Therefore. EPA believes there is no 
reason to require testing of these 
Isomers under TSCA section 4(a). 

The CPA information indicated that 
100 percent of the 65 million pounds of 
tetrachlorobenzenes (all three isomers) 
produced in 1978 was consumed in the 
manufacture of pentachlorobenzcne. 


The information further showed that all 
of the pentnchlorobenzene then was 
used to produce 

pentachloronitrobenzene. whose uses 
are regulated under the Federal 
Insecticide. Fungicide and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) and are outside of the 
coverage of TSCA. The data also 
showed that while there were 82 
workers exposed to tetrachlorobenzenes 
and 33 to pentachlorobenzcne. the total 
number of workers exposed to either or 
both materials together was 82 because 
the tetrachlorobenzene to 
pentachloronitrobenzene conversion 
process was operated by the same 33 
workers. The CPA also pointed out that 
there was virtually no TSCA-covered 
consumer or significant genera) 
population exposures to either the 
tctrnchlorobcnzenes or 
pentachlorobenzcne. The Agency found 
no contradictory evidence in the 
information reported by chlorobenzene 
manufacturers and importers under the 
TSCA section 8(a) Preliminary 
Assessment Information rule (June 22. 
1982, 47 FR 26992) with respect to these 
substances. 

More recently, several of the 
chlorobenzene manufacturers have 
voluntarily notified the Agency, via 
written correspondence which is 
available for inspection in the public 
docket for this action, that they have 
ceased production of all chlorobenzenes. 
Some of these manufacturers were the 
only domestic producers of tetra- and 
pentachlorobenzenes. There is no 
indication of importation. Consequently. 
EPA has tentatively decided to 
withdraw the proposed health effects 
testing requirements for 
pentachlorobenzene because it is unable 
to conclude that there is sufficient 
exposure which, if combined with 
effects data, might indicate a potential 
for unreasonable risk. However. CPA 
has informed the Agency (Ref. 16) that 
one manufacturer has just begun to 
produce a substance composed of 
trichlorobenzenes and 
tetrachlorobenzenes for use as a 
substitute for PCB's in electric 
transformers. This new use information 
for tetrachlorobenzenes raises concerns 
regarding potential human exposure 
which were controlled during the 
manufacture of pentachlorobenzene and 
pentachloronitrobenzene. The Agency 
intends to study this recently reported 
information in detail and determine the 
potential for human exposures during 
production and use, and reassess the 
need for health effects testing of 
tetrachlorobenzenes. The Agency plans 
to complete this analysis during 1984. 
and hold a public meeting to discuss its 





















Federal Register / Vol. 48, No, 236 / Wednesday, December 7. 1963 / Proposed Rules 54841 


findings- Notification of this public 
meeting will be included in a Federal 
Register notice announcing a public 
meeting for EPA’s testing decision 
regarding 1. 2, 4-trichlorobenzcne (see 
Unit III.C. below). 

B Chronic/Subchronic Toxicity Studies 

1. Monochlorobenzene, ortho- and 
para-dichlorobenzenes . In June, 1981, 
EPA received data from prechronic and 
subchronic toxicity testing being 
performed by the NTP with rata and 
mice for monochlorobenzene. ortho- and 
/ jro-dichlorobenzencs (Refs. 17.1& 19 
and 20). For all three compounds, a 
• i use-response relationship was 
observed and a subchronic no-effect 
level was established. EPA’s 
examination of the subchronic studies 
conducted with these chlorobenzenes 
has found that they contain sufficient 
information to characterize the 
subchronic toxicity of these three 
substances and generally produce 
sufficient data under TSCA section 4(a) 
to reasonably predict chronic effects in 
humans at expected exposure levels. 

2. 1.2,4-Trichlorobenzene . The Agency 
also received in June. 1961, a published 
scientific paper by Kociba. et aL 1961 
[Ref. 21) which contained subchronic 
inhalation toxicity data for 1.2.4- 
trichlorobenzene in the rat. rabbit, and 
Beagle dog. EPA has found that this 
study was too short (30 exposures in 44 
days) for an adequate subchronic study 
and that the administered doses were 
nut high enough to totally characterize 
the toxicity. However, there were 
indications of an effect at 100 ppm when 
inhaled for 7 hours/day. 5 days/week 
for a total of 30 exposures. At this dose, 
ini ceases in liver weights were observed 
in dogs and rats, increases in kidney 
weights were observed in rats, and 
increases in blood urea nitrogen (BUN) 
were observed in rabbits. The results of 
the Kociba study supplement those of 
Dow Chemical Company. 1977 (Ref. 22). 
Uage, 1970 (Ref. 23) and Coate et at., 

1J77 (Ref. 24), previously contained in 
the public record. In the Dow study, 
groups of male and female rats inhaling 
10 ppm 1.2.4-trichlorobenzene for 0 
hours per day. 5 days per week for 3 
niunths showed an increase in the 
urmary excretion of both copro- and 
uioporphyrin. These levels returned to 
normal 4 months after cessation of 
exposure. Cage showed that no toxicity 
resulted from the inhalation of 20 ppm of 
l-24 -tri chlorobenzene for twenty 0-hour 
exposures. However, at higher doses 

e. fifteen 0hour exposures of 200 and 

ppm) lethargy and retarded weight 
gain were observed. The Coate et al. 
study found that inhalation of 25, 50. and 
100 ppm 1.2.4-trichlorobenzene for 4 and 


13 weeks ot 7 hours per day and 5 days 
per week resulted in microscopic 
changes to the livers and kidneys of 
exposed rats. However, no exposure- 
related effects were seen after 26 weeks 
of exposure in any species. 

Based upon the results of these 4 
studies, and the subchronic results for 
the lower chlorinated benzenes 
generated by NTP (Ref. 25). EPA 
tentatively has concluded that there is 
sufficient information to reasonably 
predict that at expected exposure levels 
(at or below 5 ppm TLV). the risk of 
chronic effects to humans of exposure to 

1,2,4-trichlorobcnzene would be 
minimal. Therefore, the Agency finds 
that no further testing of this chemical 
under TSCA section 4 for chronic or 
subchronic effects is necessary at this 
time. 

C Oncogenic Effects Testing of 122,4 
trichlorobenzene 

The CPA proposed testing program for 
DNA repair and cell transformation 
studies (Unit 11.B.) is premised on the 
belief that a correlation can be made 
between the results of the proposed 
short-term assays and the ongoing NTP 
2-year chronic toxicity bioassays which 
will allow reasonable prediction of 1,2,4- 
trichlorobenzene's oncogenic potential. 
The NTP long-term bioassays on 
monochlorobenzene and ortho- 
dichlorobenzenc would provide a total 
of five data points, when combined with 
the CPA's short-term test results for 
monochlorobenzene. ortho - 
dichlorobenzene, and 1,2.4- 
tricblorvbenzene. Together, these data 
would be used to determine the need to 
require oncogenicity testing of 1.2,4 - 
trichlorobenzene, (In the CPA short¬ 
term testing program (Unit ILB.J, ortho- 
dichlorobenzene was used because the 
NTP long-term study results on this 
isomer will precede those of para- 
dichlorobenzene which are expected m 
1984.) 

Other data are or soon will become 
available to the Agency to include in its 
considerations when making the 
oncogenicity priority testing 
determination for 1.2.4-trichlorobenzcne. 
These are: (1) the final results of the 
National Institute of Environmental 
Health Sciences (NIEHS) and the NTP 
mutagenesis testing showing that 
monochlorobenzene. 1.2.4- 
trichlorobenzene and 
pentachlorobenzene are all negative in 
the S. typhimurium assay (Ref. 26); (2) 
the negative results of NTEHS/NTP 
mutagenicity testing in the 5. 
typhimurium assay for 1.2.4.5- 
tetrachlorohenzene (Ref. 26); and (3) the 
mutagenicity test data on mono*, ortho- 
di-,po/T7-di-, 1.2,4-tri- and 1,2.4.5- 


tetrachlorobcnzenes that will become 
available this year from an EPA contract 
with Bioassay Systems. Inc.. Woburn. 
Mass. (Ref. 2). (The later testing 
provides for the tiered mutagenicity 
testing sequences as outlined in the July 
18.1980. proposed rule and includes 
Dropsphila sex-linked recessive lethal, 
in vitro gene mutation. Aspergillus 
reverse mutation, unscheduled DNA 
repair, in vitro and in vivo cytogenetics, 
and dominant lethal assays.) 

The Agency believes that if the short¬ 
term assays are clearly negative, and if 
the NTP long-term bioassay results on 
monochlorobenzene and ortho- 
dichlorobenzene are also negative, 
sufficient data and experience will be 
available to reasonably predict that 

1.2.4-trichlorobenzene will present so 
low a likelihood of oncogenicity as not 
to constitute an unreasonable risk. The 
Agency would not interpret such data to 
mean that this chemical is proven not to 
be an oncogen, but rather that the 
likelihood of its being a potent oncogen 
would be slight given such results. 

In the event that results from the CPA 
short-term assays and the NTP long¬ 
term studies are positive or mixed, the 
Agency will require oncogenicity testing 
of 1.2.4-trichlorobenzene unless 
comments indicate that such testing is 
unnecessary. In the event that EPA 
concludes that an oncogenicity test for 

1.2.4-trichlorobenzene is needed, the 
Agency will require such additional 
testing by a final rule unless the 
manufacturers promptly initiate the 
appropriate testing. EPA expects to 
receive all of the data from the CPA 
short-term assays and the NTP long¬ 
term studies by the end of the current 
calendar year. At that lime EPA will re¬ 
open the record for public comment and 
schedule a public meeting through a 
notice In the Federal Register in which 
discussions will focus on the 
interpretation of the available data in 
making a TSCA section 4 test decision 
regarding 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene. 

D. Teratology and Reproductive Effects 

1. Teratology studies on 
monochlorobenzene, ortho-, and pam- 
dichlorofjemenes . In its comments to 
the Agency on the two ITC 
recommendations, the Dow Chemical 
Company reported that the 
chlorobenzene producers were planning 
to jointly sponsor teratology studies on 
monochlorobenzene and ortho - and 
pcrrtr-dichlorobenzenes. At the time of 
the proposal, the CMA was preparing to 
initiate this test program: however, 
because test protocols were not 
available to EPA until after the 
proposed rule was published, the 
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Agency could not review and evaluate 
them. 

In July. 1960. CMA submitted its 
proposed protocols for inhalation 
teratology testing of monochlorobenzene 
and ortho - and pora-dichlorobenzenes 
in rats and rabbits (Refs. 27. 2a and 29). 
Nearly 1 year later, EPA had received an 
interim study report for 
monochlorobenzene in both species 
(Ref. 30). a final testing protocol for a 
repeat of the rabbit teratology study (or 
Phase II) of monochlorobenzene (Ref. 

31). and an interim report for the second 
rabbit teratology study (Ref. 32). 

On February 24.1982, CMA submitted 
a final report of the monochlorobenzene 
teratology studies (Ref. 33). Exposure of 
pregnant rats to 75. 210. or 590 ppm of 
monochlorobenzene for 6 hours/day on 
days 6 through 15 of gestation produced 
maternal toxicity only at the highest 
exposure level. No evidence was found 
of any embryotoxicity or increased 
incidence or external or soft-tissue 
abnormalities in rats at any exposure 
level. Exposure of pregnant rabbits to 
the same regimen as that used for rats, 
but on days 6 through 18 of gestation, 
produced elevated maternal liver 
weights in the 210 and 590 ppm exposure 
groups and a slightly, but not 
statistically significant, increased 
incidence in external and soft-tissue 
malformations at all exposure levels. 

The incidence of fetal malformations did 
not increase in a dose-related manner. 
The CMA concluded that the data 
indicated a need for further 
monchlorobenzene inhalation exposure 
studies because of inconsistencies in the 
results from the two species studied. 
Consequently, they continued with a 
second study in rabbits with exposure 
levels of 0,10, 30. 75 and 590 ppm (Phase 
11). The results of the Phase II study (Ref. 
33) showed that although a variety of 
external, soft-tissue, and skeletal 
malformations were observed in the 
rabbit at all exposure levels including 
controls, the incidences of major 
malformations in offspring of the 
exposed groups were not significantly 
increased, compared to their respective 
control groups. The Agency believes 
these data are sufficient to assess the 
human teratogenic risk from exposure to 
monochlorobenzene. 

The CMA has provided EPA with a 
copy of their orZ/jo-dichlorobcnzene 
teratology probe study report (Ref. 34). 
This report describes various maternal 
and embryotoxic effects in pregnant rats 
exposed to 400 or 500 ppm for 6 hours/ 
day on days 6 through 15. and toxic 
effects in pregnant rabbits at 500 ppm on 
days 0 through 10. The full teratology 


study was then initiated and employed 
the testing protocol given in (Ref. 35). 

A final report of this study received 
by EPA in July 1982, showed that when 
exposed to 100, 200, and 400 ppm for 6 
hours/day there were low incidences of 
malformations observed among fetuses 
for each test species from all test groups, 
including controls. The incidences of 
major malformations were not 
significantly increased over controls in 
either species. Maternal toxicity, as 
evidenced by depressed body weight 
gain, was observed in both species, and 
liver weights were significantly elevated 
among pregnant rats exposed to 400 
ppm of or/Ao-dichlorobenzene. Exposure 
to this chlorobenzene was described as 
not being embryotoxic or teratogenic in 
either species at the concentrations 
tested (Ref. 36). EPA believes that this 
information is sufficient to assess the 
human teratogenic risk from exposure to 
orfAo-dichlorobenzene. 

On May 28,1981. Imperial Chemical 
Industries Limited (ICI) provided to EPA 
results of a rat inhalation teratology 
study on poro-dichlorobenzene (Ref. 37). 
The Agency has reviewed these results 
and has found the test data to be 
sufficient for characterizing para- 
dichlorobenzene's teratogenic effects in 
rats. The test results demonstrate that 
poro-dichlorobenzene is not 
embryotoxic, fetotoxic, or teratogenic in 
the rat at levels up to and including 500 
ppm. However, because EPA believes 
that data from two test animat species 
generally are necessary to assess the 
potential teratogenic risk of a chemical 
to humans, CPA/CMA agreed to 
continue with its original plan to 
conduct teratogenicity testing in rabbits 
on poro-dichlorobenzene. Results for the 
probe inhalation teratology study in 
rabbits using poro-dichlorobenzene 
were submitted by the CMA on April 2, 
1982 (Ref. 38). These results indicate that 
slight maternal toxicity wa9 occurring in 
the 1,000 ppm probe test group. 
Consequently, inhalation exposure 
levels of 100. 300, and 800 ppm were 
selected for the teratology study. In a 
final report submitted to the Agency in 
October 1982, 8 hours/day exposures 
during the period of major 
organogenesis was not embryotoxic or 
teratogenic in rabbits. Slight maternal 
toxicity, as evidenced by a decrease in 
body weight gain on days 6 through 8 of 
gestation, was observed only in the 800 
ppm group (Ref. 39). EPA believes that 
this data, when combined with the ICI 
data, is sufficient to assess the human 
teratogenic risk of para - 
dichlorobenzene. 

EPA’s review of the proposed and 
final teratology testing protocols for rats 


and rabbits and final test data resulting 
form the testing on monochlorobenzene 
and ortho - and para-d(chlorobenzenes 
has convinced il of the adequacy of the 
testing approach and sufficiency of test 
data to allow a reasonable prediction of 
the teratogenic potential to human 
health of these substances. Based upon 
this data, the Agency finds no need to 
require further teratology testing on 
these compounds. This notice sets forth 
EPA's tentative decision to withdraw its 
proposed teratology testing requirement 
for these three substances. 

2. Reproductive effects testing on 
monochlorobenzene and ortho- and 
para-dichlorobenzene. The CPA- 
proposed tiered reproductive effects 
testing of monochlorobenzene and 
ortho - and porc-dichlorobenzenes was 
described in Unit U.A. EPA believes that 
a negative result on 
monochlorobenzene, when combined 
with the negative result on 1,2,4- 
trichlorobenzene described in Unit 
III.D.3. below, is sufficient to reasonably 
predict a low likelihood of reproductive 
effects potential of the two 

dichlorobenzenes. If, however, the 
monochlorobenzene study is positive 
and the CPA does not demonstrate that 
additional testing of one of the 
dichlorobenzenes in unnecessary, then 
one of the dichlorobenzcnes will be 
tested. A weight-of-evidence judgment 
will be made as to whether the second 
dichlorobenzene needs to be tested. 

This study plan appers to EPA to be 
acceptable for generating sufficient data 
for predicting the reproductive effects of 
the chlorinated benzenes. Therefore, 
EPA intends to withdraw its proposed 
requirement for reproductive effects 
testing for monochlorobenzene and the 
dichlorobenzenes. 

3. Teratogenicity testing of 1.2.4- 
trichlorobenzene. EPA. at its Health 
Effects Research Laboratory in Research 
Triangle Park. N.C.. has performed 
reproductive effects studies and an 
embryo/fetal teratology screen on 1.2.4* 
trichlorobenzene (Ref. 40). The embryo/ 
fetal teratology screen was performed in 
the mouse and the reproductive effects 
study was performed in the rat. The test 
data, indicating negative effects in both 
these studies, became available in 
August, 1980. just subsequent to 
publication of the proposal. 

Because the screening test has not yet 
been fully validated, the Agency finds 
the use of these results alone is not 
adequate for fully assessing 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene teratogenicity. 
However, there are other data which 
EPA considered in making a decision 
regarding teratology of 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene. For example, no 
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effects on fertility, growth, viability, 
locomotion activity, or blood chemical 
analyses were shown in the 
reproductive effects study of 1,2.4- 
trichlorobenzene where rats were 
continously exposed to 25.100, and 400 
ppm of 1.2,4-trichlorobenzene through 
their drinking water. Adrenal gland 
enlargement was observed, however, in 
both the Fo and Ft animals at 95 days of 
age. 

In further study of the adrenal gland 
enlargement phenomenon, immature 
females given interperitoneal injections 
of 250 or 500 mg/kg 1.2,4- 
trichlorobenzene on 3 consecutive days 
showed no estrogenic activity but did 
show significant enlargement of livers 
and adrenals over those of controls. 
Rather than being estrogenic. 1.2.4- 
trichlorobenzene in this treatment 
regimen resulted in decreased uterine 
weights (Ref. 40). Although uterine 
weights were decreased and could 
indicate a shift in the estrogen to 
progesterone ratio, this shift is not 
considered reproductively significant to 
the rat study since no other reproductive 
effect was found in the rat. 

EPA has determined that the negative 
results of the teratology screening, 
including the absence of embryo/fetal or 
neonatal wastage, when combined with 
the negative teratology findings 
emerging from the CMA and the ICI 
teratology programs on 
monochlorobenzene and the 
dichlorobenzenes, and the lack of 
observed teratogenic effects seen in 
EPA’s reproductive effects study, 
indicate taht the teratogenic potential of 
1.2,4*trichlorobenzene is very small. 
Thus, EPA believes that testing 1,2.4- 
trichlorobenzene for teratoagenic effects 
is no longer needed since the Agency 
can reasonably predict the teratogenic 
potential of 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene. 

IV. Public Comment 

EPA is herein soliciting public 
comment on its tentative decision not to 
proceed with promulgating a health 
effects test rule for the chlorinated 
benzenes except possibly for 1,2,4- 
tri chlorobenzene and 1,2,4,5- 
tctrachlorobenzene. Comments should 
bear the identifying docket number 
[OPTS-47002BJ. 

Comments especially are sought on 
the need for EPA to require health 
effects testing of 1.2.4.5- 
tetrachlorobenzcne and/or other 
tetrachlorobenzene isomers in the light 
of recently increased production of 
these chlorobenzenes for uses subject to 
TSCA. c.g„ substitute for PCBs. 
Commenters are requested to prov ide 
any data relevant to the potential for 
human exposure to tetrachlorobenzenes 
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resulting from this increased production, 
and to address the need to develop 
further test data on 1.2.4.5- 
tetrachlorobenzene and/or other 
tetrachlorobenzenes to evaluate any 
risks associated with such exposures. 
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VI. Public Record 

EPA has established a public record 
for this rulemaking decision under 
TSCA section 4. docket number (OPTS- 
47002B). This record includes basic 
information considered by the Agency in 
developing this decision. The Agency 
will supplement the record with 
additional relevant information as it is 
received. The record includes the 
following information: 

(1) Federal Register notices containing 
the designation of the chlorinated 
benzenes to the Priority List. 

(2) Federal Register notices containing 
the proposed test rule. 

(3) Communications before proposal 

(4) Comments on the proposed rule. 

(5) Public and intra-agency or 
interagency memoranda, comments, and 
proposals. 

(6) Contact reports of telephone 
conversations. 

(7) Meeting summaries. 

(8) Public comments on the ITC 
reports. 

(9) Reports—published and 
unpublished data. 


(10) Study reports from EPA- 
sponsored mutagenicity testing and the 
National Toxiology Program testing as 
they become available. 

(Sec- 4. 90 Stat. 2003; (15 U.S.C. 2601)) 

Dated: November 28.1983. 

William D. Ruckelshaus, 

Administrator. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49 CFR Ch. X 

(Ex Parte No. MC-172) 

Withdrawal of Antitrust Immunity tor 
Collective Ratemaking on Small 
Shipments 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Extension of time to file 
comments to notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary: This proceeding was 
instituted by a notice opening the 
proceeding to request comments, served 
October 8.1983. and published at 48 FR 
48399. October 12.1983. Comments on 
the proposal to withdraw antitrust 
immunity from collective ratemaking 
activities applicable to small shipments 
were originally due November 18,1983. 
In a decision served November 8,1983. 
and published at 48 FR 51664, November 

10.1983, the deadline for filing all 
comments was set at December 12,1983. 
In response to a request for extension, 
this notice extends the time for Filing 
these comments 19 days, until December 

31.1983. 

dates: Comments must be received by 
December 31.1983, 
addresses: Send comments (original 
and 10 copies) to: Ex Parte No. MC-172. 
Office of the Secretary. Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20423. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas T. Vining (202) 275-7428. or 
Howell I. Sporn (202) 275-7691. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments on the proposals in this 
proceeding to withdraw antitrust 
immunity for some or all collective 
ratemuking activities by motor carriers 
are currently due by December 12,1983. 
In a letter dated November 10. 1983. the 
Honorable James J. Howard. Chairman. 
Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation. U,S. House of 
Representatives, has requested that the 
deadline for filing comments be 


extended to December 31.1983. 
Chairman Howard states that this 
extension will permit Committee 
members to review the record of the 
oversight hearings held by the 
Subcommittee on Surface 
Transportation on November 16, 1983. 
and to file comments on the proposals if 
they so choose. 

An extension of the comment period 
to December 31.1983, is warranted. The 
extension will allow adequate time for 
Committee members to prepare and 
submit any comments without unduly 
delaying the proceeding or otherwise 
prejudicing the interests of any party. 

It is ordered: 

The request for an extension of time 
for filing of comments is granted. All 
comments in this proceeding must be 
received by December 31.1983. 

Decided: November 30.1983. 

By the Commission. Reese It Taylor. Jr.. 
Chairman. 

James II. Ba>ne. 

Acting Secretary. 
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49 CFR Part 1056 

(Ex Parts No. MC-19 (Sub-36A)) 

Practices of Motor Common Carriers 
of Household Goods; Performance 
Standards 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Withdrawal of proposed rule: 
discontinuance of rulemaking. 


Summary: The Commission has 
determined that it would be 
inappropriate to adopt performance 
standards for the household goods 
moving industry. The Commission had 
proposed standards governing 
estimating practices, timely pickup and 
delivery, and timely complaint handling. 
On further consideration, the 
Commission believes that the adoption 
of standards at this time would be 
contrary to consumer interests, 
impractical and counterproductive, and 
that the benefits of performance 
standards to consumers ore outweighed 
by the costs of compliance. 

oate: The proposed rule is withdrawn, 
effective December 7.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

W. F. Sibbald. Jr., (202) 275-7148; 

P. M. Schulze. (202) 275-7841. 














Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 286 / Wednesday, December 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. The Context of This Decision 

This proceeding was instituted by a 
Notice of Proposed rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register at 46 
FR 16200. March 11.1981. That notice 
announced the Commission's intention 
to establish performance standards to 
govern several areas of household goods 
transportation. On further consideration, 
we have decided that the adoption of 
the proposed performance standards 
would not be appropriate at this time. It 
appears that the proposed standards are 
not likely to aid. and may in fact hinder, 
the development of a consumer- 
responsive marketplace. It further 
appears that the promulgation of 
standards at this time is unnecessary, 
impractical and would be 
counterproductive, and that the benefits 
of performance standards would be 
outweighed by the costs of compliance, 
which costs would of necessity be 
passed on to the very consumers which 
the standards, if promulgated, would be 
intended to benefit. We do not foreclose 
the possibility that standards might be 
adopted in the future, but it is our 
present intention to emphasize other 
measures that have a higher likelihood 
of effectiveness and that are in keeping 
with the competitive nature of the 
household goods market. 

The Household Goods Transportation 
Act of 1980. Pub. L 96—454. 94 Stat. 2011. 
declared that a safe, stable, and 
financially sound system of household 
goods transportation is best assured 
through competition, reduced regulation, 
and maximum flexibility for carriers in 
the pricing of their services. The Act is 
philosophically consistent with the pro- 
competitive direction of the Motor 
Carrier Act of 1900.94 Stat. 793. and 
indeed the important licensing and 
ratemaking reforms in the Motor Carrier 
Act apply to household goods carriers 
and general freight carriers alike. 
Congress enacted a specialized 
household goods statute in recognition 
of that industry's distinct profile. 
Congress declared that consumer 
protection was a policy goal to be 
considered along with the reduction of 
regulation and the enhancement of 
competition. Protection was sought 
through accurate disclosure of carrier 
performance records, through 
dissemination of information about 
shipper rights and remedies, and 
through the strengthening of the 
Commission's enforcement effort (94 
Stat. 2011. Declaration of Policy. Section 
2(a)). 

Perhaps the chief reason that the 
household goods industry received 
separate treatment was the fact that 
moving companies frequently deal with 


Individual householders. Usually 
families or individuals are not 
sophisticated and experienced about 
moving: the event is infrequent and 
unsettling and requires the family to 
entrust most of its belongings to 
someone outside the family. In keeping 
with the goal of protecting these 
consumers. Congress enacted a number 
of specific provisions dealing with rights 
and remedies. While the instant 
proceeding deals with only one such 
provision, a review of additional 
provisions in the household goods law 
may be helpful in understanding the 
decision here. 

It should be noted by way of 
background, that before 1980 the 
Commission's enforcement remedies, 
apart from recommendations for 
criminal prosecutions, consisted 
primarily of (1) Actions to revoke or 
suspend operating rights. (2) civil for¬ 
feiture proceedings (cases in which a 
money penalty is demanded by the 
government) for violations of reporting 
and record-keeping regulations, and (3) 
civil injunction actions brought to 
enforce a regulation. Each of these 
remedies is partially deficient from the 
standpoint of consumer protection. The 
first is normally too drastic for 
consideration in the isolated case of 
individual shipper harm. The second is 
punitive and does not directly undo 
consumer harm or mitigate it since it 
never results in a payment to the 
consumer. The third possibility, civil 
injunction, does not result in monetary 
penalties unless there are subsequent 
violations that result in findings of 
contempt of court and consequent 
penalties. Again, penalties collected do 
not directly benefit harmed shippers. Of 
course, a consumer seeking individual 
redress has recourse to the courts in a 
civil action for damages. 

In testimony presented to Congress 
during the hearings which lead to the 
Household Goods Transportation Act. 
the Commission and several consumer 
representatives argued for changes 
aimed at improving the individual 
shippers' situation. As a result, the new 
law contains a number of significant 
consumer protection provisions. These 
new provisions are relevant to the 
instant rulemaking because many 
consumer problems were approached 
from more than one direction. Our 
experience under the Household Goods 
Act ha9 convinced us that these 
provisions will adequately protect 
consumers, as we explain below. 

One of the problems Congress sought 
to address was the difficulty 
encountered by consumers in 
establishing the actual price of their 
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move before committing themselves to o 
carrier. Under the old system, prices 
were totally controlled by weight-based 
tariffs and a consumer could not know 
the real price of his move before the 
shipment had been loaded and weighed. 
Further, any variation from the tariff- 
determined rate would be considered an 
illegal concession or rebate, so the 
carrier had an arguable basis for 
claiming that the government forbade any 
adjustment aimed at honoring the initial 
estimate. 

Consumer groups argued that these 
problems might disappear altogether if 
carriers offered binding estimates, that 
is. if price was established before 
contracts were signed. (See, e.g.. 
Statement of the Transportation 
Consumer Action Group before the 
Senate Committee on Commerce. 

Science and Transportation. Oct. 11. 
1979. in Hearings on S. 1798. at 375-6.) 

By 1979. the Commission w f as 
considering adopting such a rule 
internally and supported the concept in 
Congressional testimony. Congress 
responded by enacting a provision that 
established the legality of binding 
estimates beyond any question. (Sec 
new* Section 49 U.S.C. 10734(a).) 
Additionally, weight bumping, which is 
the deliberate inflation of the weight of 
the shipment, was made a specific 
federal crime and a maximum civil 
penalty of twice the magnitude of that 
for other violations was established for 
falsifying a weight slip. (New sections 49 
U.S.C. 11917 and 11901 (j)) 

Another area of particular consumer 
concern was that of claims settlement. 
Historically, loss and damage of goods 
and the handling of associated 
complaints had been the largest problem 
area for shippers. Consequently, 
Congress enacted new provisions which 
sought to establish a program of fair and 
expeditious dispute resolution. Carriers 
ore now permitted to file dispute 
resolution programs with the 
Commission for approval and the 
Commission is charged with approving 
and overseeing their operation. The 
programs are inexpensive, informal and 
neutral both to the carrier and shipper, 
and decisions are normally to be 
reached within 60 days of 
commencement. To encourage carriers 
to establish dispute settlement 
programs, the section provides for the 
award of attorney’s fees In civil actions 
to successful shipper claimants where 
no dispute settlement program is 
available. Attorneys fees may also be 
awarded by a court where a decision is 
no! reached in a timely manner under 
the dispute settlement program (49 
U.S.C. 11711). But. in truth these 
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programs have not been understood and 
thus have not been popular with the 
shippers and are little used. 

Shippers cannot be required to elect 
the use of the settlement program prior 
to shipment, but the new law requires 
the carrier to provide prospective 
shippers with clear information about its 
program and the ramifications of 
electing the program as a means of 
dispute resolution. This is an example of 
information disclosure that is required 
of household goods carriers. The 
Household Goods Transportation Act 
also reaffirmed the Commission's 
authority to require carriers to provide 
prospective shippers with information 
regarding the carriers* performance 
record (49 U.S.C. 11110(a)(4)) Moreover, 
our regulations require the distribution 
of a booklet describing shippers’ rights 
and remedies and information about 
complaint handling procedures used by 
the carrier (49 CFR 1056.2). 

Delay in the pickup or delivery of a 
household shipment was a third matter 
of concern directly addressed by the 
Household Goods Transportation Act. 
Following complaint handling and 
estimating practices, reasonable 
dispatch, as this problem is often 
described represents the third most 
significant area of consumer complaint. 
The new law addressed this problem by 
specifically permitting carriers to offer 
guaranteed pickup and delivery service, 
and to stipulate damages for failure to 
meet guaranteed service dates (49 U.S.C 
10734(b)). 

In response to the Commission s 
concerns about its existing enforcement 
remedies. Congress made a number of 
significant changes in the authority to 
assess civil penalties for violation of 
Commission regulations. As noted, 
before passage of the 1980 law. this type 
of remedy was limited to reporting and 
record-keeping violations. The 
Household Goods Transportation Act 
explicitly authorized the collection of 
civil penalties for violation of rules 
issued to protect individual household 
goods shippers (49 U.S.C 11901(i)). And 
the Act also reaffirmed the 
Commission's power to issue rules for 
the protection of consumers. (See new 
49 U.S.C. 11110(a)(2).) The amount of the 
new penalty was set at $1,000 per 
violation, twice the old limit and an 
amount that Congress felt would act as 
a strong deterrent because it would be 
nearly equal to the average revenue per 
household move. 

Congress retained the traditional 
arrangement for assessment of these 
penalties through the court system. That 
is. the Commission could make and 
settle claims and ultimately continue to 
work through the Department of justice 


in bringing civil actions. But in any such 
court action, it has to be shown not only 
that a rule has been violated, but also 
that a shipper was harmed as a result 
(49 U.S.C 11901(i)(4|). This connection 
between the assessment of civil 
penalties and the establishment of 
consumer harm is a constant theme 
throughout the new law. (Compare old 
49 U.S.C. 11901(g) and new 49 U.S.C 
11091(h).) 

In addition to the traditional remedies, 
the Commission was given the authority 
to assess penalties by administrative 
hearing where a carrier has failed or 
refused to comply with a regulation for 
the protection of individual shippers 
where its violations exceed performance 
standards set by the Commission (49 
U.S.C. 11091(i)(2)). Before assessing any 
penalties under this new provisions, the 
agency must show that consumers were 
harmed. Congress indicated that the 
purpose of this administrative remedy is 
to ensure swift enforcement action 
against consistent violators. (See Report 
of the Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation. H.R. 96-1372. at 16.) In 
order to implement this new 
enforcement tool the Commission was 
given explicit discretionary power to set 
performance standards (new 49 U.S.C. 

11110(a)(3))* Assuming that a violator 
fell within the category susceptible to 
the contemplated administrative action, 
the election between agency or judicial 
remedy was left to Commission 
discretion. (See H.R. 96-1372. at 18). 

11. General Considerations Concerning 
Performance Standards and Consumer 
Interests * 

i. Enforcement 

In the Household Goods Act. 

Congress provided that we “may** issue 
regulations to protect consumers (49 
U.S.C. 11110(a)(2)) and that those 
regulations 'shall include, where 
appropriate, reasonable performance 
standards/* 49 U.S.C. 11110(a)(3). 
Moreover, in establishing performance 
standards, we must take into account at 
least the following: fa) The level of 
performance that can be achieved by a 
w ell-managed household goods carrier, 
(b) the degree of harm to shippers that 
could result from violations of the 
standards; (c) the need to set 
performance at a level sufficient to deter 
abuse; (d) serv ice requirements of the 
carriers; (e) the cost of compliance in 
relation to the consumer benefits to be 
achieved from compliance; and (f) the 
need to set performance at a level 
designed to encourage carriers to offer 
service responsive to shippers’ needs. 
Thus, we have the power to set 
performance standards, but there is no 


statutory' requirement that we 
promulgate such standards. See North 
American Van Lines v, ICC 1 666 F.2d 
1087 (7th Cir. 1961). 1 Compare 49 U.S.C. 
11110(a) (2) and (3) with 49 U.S.C. 
11110(a)(4)(c) ('The Commission shall 
issue regulations" involving flexibility in 
weighing shipments.) Further the choice 
of what standards to adopt is a matter 
of agency discretion and in deciding 
whether to adopt standards we must in 
essence balance consumer benefits with 
the costs of compliance. After giving in- 
depth consideration to the issue of 
performance standards, we have 
decided that the promulgation of 
performance standards at this time is 
unnecessary, impractical, and would be 
counterproductive, and that the benefits 
to consumers of performance standards 
would be outweighed by the costs of 
compliance—costs which of necessity 
will be passed on to consumers in the 
form of higher rates for household goods 
service. 

The principal function of performance 
standards is to establish a jurisdictional 
predicate for administrative assessment 
of penalties. Without a credible threat of 
enforcement, the adoption of standards 
would create only very weak incentives 
to change from whatever pattern of 
behavior is otherwise successful in the 
marketplace. The crux then of the 
problem before us is whether 
performance standards would provide a 
credible program of administrative 
penalties. There are difficulties 
connected with establishing a program 
bused on performance standards and. in 
the absence of an effective M in-hou*e" 
program, the promulgation of 
performance standards could jeopardize 
other options for enforcement through 
the courts. The standards not only could 
provide a shield against enforcement 
action, but even have an unintended . 
impact on private damage suits. 

Administrative hearings are not 
predictably any more swift than federal 
district court proceedings. For the 
Commission to successfully conduct 
one, it would have to abide by the basic 


* In North American Van Lmrs the court rrjecfwi 

the argument that Congress* requirement (to Section 
68) that (for Commission review sml revise all 
operational regulations within 270 duyi meant Ihut 
we must “simultaneously ’ formulate performance 
standard* The court slated* Issuance of 
“regulations protecting individual shipper*." is a 
continuing task which may be performed from time 
to time pm rm nata. Likewise the authority grunted 
by A t: S.C 11110 (a}{3| to include, where 
appropriate, reasonable performance standards" in 
ihr regulations for shipper protection is similarly of 
an ongoing nature Reasonable performance might 
obviously vary from time to time In accordance with 
technological developments * * \ Exercise of this 
authority, designed for protection of shippers, it 
plainly not a "une-ahoC deal but an ongoing task 
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due process guarantees that are adhered 
to in court. While these arc necessary, 
they are subject to abuse by delay* 
minded defendants—perhaps more so 
before an agency than a court. Without 
the power to hold parties in contempt, 
administrative law judges also often 
suffer more delays than do their federal 
district court counterparts in obtaining 
compliance with orders. The use of 
administrative hearings also adds an 
additional round of appeal. Enforcement 
based on the contemplated standards 
would toke place before administrative 
law judges, whose decisions are first 
appealable to the agency and then to the 
courts, so an agency-administered 
program would have a three-step 
process before final decision. 

A contrary consideration is that the 
major advantage of an administrative 
program is the fact the agency controls 
the docket. Without the need for 
coordination with the Justice 
Department, or the delay which may 
come about in court cases, the agency 
can proceed against offenders 
selectively. But even considering this 
advantage. It is doubtful that we would 
elect to proceed administratively for two 
reasons. First, the elements of proof are 
different if the proceeding is held before 
the agency. Second, such an election 
could jeopardize the possibility of an 
effective enforcement program in the 
courts. 

As noted, to prove a case in the 
federal courts, it is necessary to show 
that a violation of a consumer protection 
regulation has taken place and that an 
individual shipper has been harmed as a 
consequence. (It is. of course, likely that 
the Commission would allege multiple 
violations with harm to more than one 
consumer.) To prove the same case 
before the agency, it is necessary to 
establish a large number of violations 
amounting to a percentage of the 
carrier’s moves which is so great that it 
exceeds the performance standards. It 
might also be necessary to litigate as to 
each violation such issues as whether it 
was an actual incident of malfeasance 
within the carrier’s control and whether 
the carrier had valid defenses which 
could be raised in traditional contract 
and tort cases. Such argument would 
undoubtedly complicate matters, even 
where several cases of egregious 
behavior are apparent and the resultant 
harm is virtually beyond question. 

There are also the evidentiary 
difficulties of proving consumer harm in 
the administrative case. In setting out 
the boundaries for a possible program of 
administrative hearings, Congress stated 
that the Commission may proceed 


internally if it determines that a 
household goods carrier has: 

* * * failed or refused to comply with a 
regulation issued try the Commission relating 
to the protection of individual shippers in 
excess of any performance standard 
established in such regulation and * * * with 
respect to each such failure or refusal, that 
the shipper or shippers have suffered harm as 
a result * * \ (49 U.S.C. 1190l(i)(2J(A)) (Italic 
added.) 

It is hard to say exactly what the 
reference to proving consumer harm in 
each such failure means. It might refer to 
a proof of harm for each violation for 
which a penalty is sought, although if 
that is the meaning it appears 
superfluous inasmuch as the same 
section makes it clear that no penalty 
may be imposed unless a shipper has 
suffered harm as a result of the carrier's 
action (49 U.S.C. 11901 (i)(4)(A)). If the 
underscored portion is taken to mean 
that the Commission must show 
consumer harm with regard to all the 
violations needed to establish sub-par 
behavior, the subsection creates an 
insurmountable evidentiary burden 
indeed. The Commission might seek to 
meet that burden by a demonstration 
that the type of violation is typically 
connected with consumer harm but 
inference of harm simply on a showing 
of a violation runs directly counter to 
the legislative history of the new law. 
(See H.R. No. 96-1372, at 15.) 

While the Commission supported a 
program of administrative penalties 
before Congress, the Commission's 
proposal did not include violation of 
performance standards as a 
jurisdictional predicate. (See, Hearings 
on S. 1798. before the Senate Committee 
on Commerce. Science and 
Transportation. 1979, at 30-1.) W’hether 
a program with such a limitation can be 
effective cannot finally be decided here. 
But the Congress left the election 
between federal court and 
administrative remedies up to the 
Commission. (See H.R. No. 96-1372. at 
16.) It is our judgment that enforcement 
efforts are best undertaken through the 
more traditional court actions via 
demands for civil penalties or 
injunctions or under more traditional 
administrative actions. 

Even though federal court proceedings 
ultimately may be preferred over this 
new administrative approach, logically 
there is a question of whether the 
Commission should at least take the 
preliminary steps contemplated by 
adopting standards so as to establish 
the prerequisites for a secondary or 
backup program of administrative 
enforcement. In our view, the answer 
must be no. Any standards adopted 
could represent a potentially 


troublesome stumbling block for the 
Commission's efforts in civil court, and 
perhaps harm private litigants as well. 

Civil forfeitures are penalty 
proceedings in which a central issue is 
whether the behavior or defendant 
warrants a monetary sanction. 
Evaluation of the evidence of 
defendant's behavior affects not only 
the court's determination of whether and 
how heavily to impose a penalty, but 
affects as well the likelihood of 
cooperation from the United States 
Attorney in commencing a proposed 
action. Our preference for civil court 
proceedings is. at least in part, based 
precisely on the fact that such actions 
can be predicated on a limited number 
of clear violations. By establishing 
standards of the type under 
consideration, the Commission will 
encourage the use of a ready defense 
that, while the alleged violations may 
have taken place, the carrier’s overall 
performance is within acceptable limits. 
Indeed, it would not he at all surprising 
if one or more United States Attorneys 
were routinely to inquire about a 
carrier’s history of meeting performance 
standards, in considering whether to 
commence an action no matter how 
egregious the violations in and of 
themselves. Such an inquiry would be 
prudent in considering prosecutorial 
prospects because the same issue would 
predictably arise during trial. (See H.R. 
No. 96-1372, at 17, admonishing the 
Commission to consider when assessing 
penalties a carrier’s efforts to comply 
with performance standards.) The 
Commission would then be burdened 
with demonstrating that it had a 
substandard performer as a defendant 
each time it sought cooperation in a civil 
forfeiture proceeding. Tlie government's 
case might, in turn, predictably be 
affected in the court's eyes by a defense 
that the cafrier’s overall conduct is 
above standard and that fines were 
being sought for isolated or aberrational 
slips irrespective of the harm done to 
the particular shippers. 

Private litigants might be affected as 
well. Damange actions are conceptually 
different from forfeiture proceedings, 
and theoretically a suit by a private 
litigant is limited to the question of 
whether the actions of the defendant 
caused compensable harm. Without 
performance standards, these suits do 
not involve a carrier's performance with 
regard to its other customers, yet it is a 
certainty that, in considering the issues 
of due care or punitive recovery, to 
name just two judgments that come to 
mind, performance above declared 
standards will be the crux of a major 
part of the defense of a carrier. In effect, 
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carriers will claim that a certain degree 
of negligence is government sanctioned. 
How convincingly this argument can be 
presented, of course, is unknown. But 
predicably it will affect some cases. 

While it is impossible to predict just 
how often performance standards would 
work to defeat or mitigate public and 
private suits, any impact at all would be 
exactly contrary to the Congressional 
purpose in strengthening consumer 
remedies in the Household Goods 
Transportation Act. Given the fact that 
we see little to be gained in using 
internal proceedings to assess penalties, 
there is no reason to take any risk at all. 

2. The Proposed Standards 

To summarize, a program of 
enforcement based on performance 
standards is unnecessary and may be 
counter-productive. 

The Commission also has given* 
careful thought to the practicality and 
need for the specific standards proposed 
here. Our experience under the 
Household Goods Act and the 
comments filed in response to the notice 
of proposed rulemaking lead us to 
conclude that the possible consumer 
benefits of the standards proposed do 
not justify the costs of compliance, 
which costs of necessity will be passed 
on to consumers of household goods 
services. Because it is our belief that the 
use of any standard is unlikely, there 
does not appear to be any utility in 
reopening the record to obtain new data. 
In addition, it was initially thought that 
the recent survey of 44 household goods 
carriers conducted by our Office of 
Compliance and Consumer Assistance 
might yield information useful in 
formulating a final decision concerning 
performance standards. On careful 
analysis, however, it became apparent 
that the survey results would not lend 
themselves to this purpose. The survey 
plan was not originally designed for use 
in this proceeding and the compliance 
information it produced, although wide- 
ranging. is not sufficiently targeted to 
the issues involved here to reflect 
pertinent comparisons in the three 
highly specific areas under 
consideration for performance 
standards. 

The Commission initially proposed 
performance standards in three areas. 
The first proposal regarding 
underestimating has drawn the most 
criticism and on reflection the criticism 
seems sound. The proposed 
performance standard requires that 
carriers shall cause non-binding 
estimates to be made in a manner which 
will ensure that not less than 90 percent 
of the estimates are for amounts 
equivalent to not less than 90 percent of 


the final charges. In other words, a 
carrier could not significantly 
misrepresent its prospective charges to 
more (Jian 10 percent of its customers. 

Consumer representatives take the 
view that customers are harmed by low 
estimating in several ways. Obviously, 
no one likes to be told that the price of 
something is not what it was predicted 
to be, but substantially higher. Beyond 
this mental and emotional stress, there 
is the possibility that a misleading 
quotation could cause a consumer to 
stop searching and thus lose out on a 
better deal. Finally, there is the 
possibility that the shipper may not 
have necessary additional funds 
immediately available and that 
collection-on-delivery shipments may 
thus be put in storage, causing delay and 
even greater expenses. 

While there is no “industry position’* 
as such, carrier respondents generally 
argue that this consumer view fails lo 
take into consideration several factors. 
First, they say there is evidence that 
nearly 40 percent of individual shippers 
will decide to ship additional items after 
the estimate is given, and that perhaps 
half of these shippers will not seek 
amendment of the estimates. (See 
Comments of the American Movers 
Conference, citing o study performed by 
the Conference for use in Ex Parte MC- 
19 (Sub-No. 23).) Estimating, which by 
definition is not exact, in these 
circumstances is said to become even 
more inexact due to events that are not 
in the estimator’s control. Secondly, 
carriers claim that consumer harm is 
exaggerated. The Commission has for 
years imposed a rule that limits 
collection at the time of delivery to no 
more than 110 percent of the estimated 
charges (49 CFR 1056.3(d)) so. they 
argue, the image of a last minute 
scramble for cash is overdrawn. Further, 
the Commission, again for years, has 
required that shippers be given a copy of 
the carrier’s annual performance report 
(49 CFR 1056.2(3)) so the shipper is in a 
position to compare the reliability of any 
estimate with those provided by other 
carriers. Given the choice of carriers 
available to the shipper and the 
possibility of shipment under a binding 
estimate, shippers who value certainty 
concerning the final charges have all the 
options offered in any segment of the 
marketplace. 

Under the statutory criteria included 
in 49 U.S.C. 11110(a)(3), the Commission 
must weigh the arguments about the 
degree of harm. Moreover, the 
Commission has to balance any 
perceived harm with the cost of 
compliance. Problems with estimating 
accuracy are not new and efforts have 
been made over many years to improve 


industry performance. As the comments 
point out. improved estimating will be 
costly. One frequently cited cost will be 
the loss of productivity from estimators. 
Several carriers argue that improving 
accuracy will require routine use of 
addenda, that is routine recalls after 
initial estimate to determine any 
additions to the proposed shipment. 
Certainly this will not result in price 
certainty. Others argue that necessarily 
there will be additional research and 
training costs because the problem is 
not one of desire but of ability. 
Commenters frequently cite an 
experiment undertaken by North 
American Van Lines, which this 
Commission found flawed, in an early 
proceeding as a demonstration that 
attempts at improving estimating are 
costly and not necessarily productive. 
While the results were not conclusive, 
they certainly raised significant 
questions concerning the usefulness of 
programs to improve estimating. 

The experiment referred to was 
conducted in 1975-76 in connection with 
Ex Parte MC-19 (Sub-No. 23). It resulted 
in substantial improvement in the 
carrier’s estimating accuracy. However. 
North American’s performance is still 
well below the standard targeted by our 
proposed rule, a circumstance which is 
consistent with the industry’s chief 
argument—that the proposed standard 
is unattainable. The statutory criteria 
require a standard that reflects what 
can be achieved by a well-managed 
carrier, a standard that is cost beneficial 
as well. While the proposal is for 90 
percent compliance, industry 
performance, measured by that of the 
largest carriers, has never been much 
over 75 percent. Significant 
understanding may occur in one out of 
four moves. (Notably, the claim that 
there is wide-scale deliberate 
underestimating is challenged by the 
fact that overestimating is an equally 
common phenomenon.) So it is asked, 
how can the Commission maintain that 
its proposal reflects a recognition of 
what is realistically achievable? 

We are in agreement with the 
argument that the proposed standard for 
estimating is far too high to reflect cither 
the achievements of a well-managed 
carrier or a considered weighing of cost/ 
benefit relationships. The curve of 
accuracy in estimating suggests that the 
picture of the mover deliberately 
underestimating the price of his product 
to get a sale reflects at most a rare 
departure from the norm. If we can give 
any credence to the frequent claim that 
a large proportion of the industry'* 
uncollectibles are accounted for by 
shipping charges that are above the 110 
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percent limit and. therefore, not 
collected before delivery, the 
Commission's 110 percent rule strongly 
discourages deliberate underestimating. 
But even if this 15 years old Commission 
rule did not exist, we believe that as the 
marketplace becomes more competitive, 
a carriers standing with its past 
customers or at least their word-of* 
mouth recommendations will have a 
great deal to do with Its success. If 
estimating is a matter of real concern to 
customers, estimating accuracy will 
improve. With a binding estimate option 
such estimating becomes almost 
irrelevant. If problems persist in 
obtaining accurate estimates, 
increasingly there will be a trend away 
from weight-based tariffs as the carriers 
compete by emphasizing binding 
estimates and other price and service 
features. 

The question before us is whether it is 
appropriate (in the statutory sense) to 
impose additional costs involved in 
making some marginal improvement 
through regulatory command. We think 
the answer is no. There is good reason 
to believe that even small improvements 
in overall accuracy will be costly, while 
the actual Improvement called for by the 
proposed standard is substantially 
above anything that experience has 
shown possible on an industry wide 
basis. The Commission is not disposed 
to offer an alternative to the original 
proposal for all the reasons previously 
expressed. But. even if we were so 
inclined, we would be incapable of 
doing so on the present record. Since 
passage of the I lousehold Goods 
Transportation Act. there has been a 
dramatic decrease in the number of 
complaints about industry performance. 
Unhappily, this period has also 
witnessed a decline in overall household 
goods shipping. Whether the business 
decline or the new law is responsible for 
the change in the complaint level, or 
whether the cause lies somewhere else 
entirely, we are not able to say. But it is 
clear that there has been sufficient 
change in industry circumstances to 
rulse serious question concerning the 
existing data base. 

The second proposed standard deals 
with reasonable dispatch. The standard 
requires that 05 percent of all shipments 
must be picked up and 90 percent of 
shipments must be delivered within the 
periods of time agreed to by the carrier. 
History indicates that the percentages 
are not unobtainable, although some 
improvement over present performance 
would be required. Unquestionably, 
there is some harm, varying in degree 
and compensability depending on 
circumstances, when a carrier fulls to 


pickup or deliver when expected. 
However, under the new law. 
guaranteed pickup and delivery dates 
are on option which may be offered by 
the carriers, and the availability of the 
option apparently is growing in the 
marketplace. Even without the actual 
purchase of this type of recompense, 
often based on predetermined liquidated 
damages, many carriers readily pay 
inconvenience claims to compensate 
customers for expenses incurred due to 
the fault of the mover. While the 
consumer harm side of the equation may 
be diminishing, it is still of sufficient 
magnitude thut the critical issue 
!a*cumcs the balance between this 
factor and the potential costs that would 
be imposed by the proposal. 

There is no gainsaying the fact that 
even under booking pressures in peak 
season, carrier operations can be 
organized more efficiently, or that it 
might work harder merely because hurd 
work is in the carrier's own Belf interest. 
But to try to force improvement by 
regulation imposes n cost and part of 
that cost can be reduced productivity. 

We take it to be a principal purpose of 
the Motor Carrier Act and the 
Household Goods Transportation Act to 
introduce enough competitive pressure 
into the marketplace to insure that 
relatively costless improvements in 
productive efficiency are made, not only 
spontaneously, but continuously. 

If it is assumed that the household 
goods market is relatively competitive, 
then further improvements in the quality 
of service whether or not mandated by 
the government, ure certain to increase 
costs. Here the costs are likely to be of 
two kinds First, real improvements in 
the quality of service can be brought 
about simply by having more trucks and 
more drivers doing the same amount of 
work. Carriers would mn vans at less 
than capacity to insure timely delivery 
and maintain local trucks and storage 
space, providing a two-step process to 
insure timely pickup. 

Ironically, the second method of 
satisfying the standard is through 
reducing the quality of service offered. 
TCAP and CU point to this potential 
deterioration in service. 

• * ’ camera could sock to comply with 
this rule (the pickup and delivery standard) 
by widening the “spread” of dates within 
which pick up und delivery is made * * * 
TCAP und CV wonder whether carriers will 
respond to this standard by polarizing—and 
thus limiting—moving services: selling either 
high-priced services with guaranteed dates, 
or inferior service with wide spreads. 
(Comments of TCAP and CU. at 4 ) 

For these commenlers the answer is to 
monitor this standard to see if other 
reforms in the Household Goods 
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Transportation Act provide sufficient 
competitive incentive to prevent the 
problem from occurring. But this 
approach assumes that competition is 
capable of following two masters, 
meeting both the demands of the 
marketplace and those of the regulator. 

If consumers have strong preferences 
concerning the length of the spread in 
pickup and delivery dates, there is every 
reason to believe that these preferences 
would be honored by the marketplace, 
all other things being equal. But with the 
imposition of a performance standard, 
things would not be equal. The 
consumer's preference (which typically 
would be for relatively short pickup and 
delivery periods in most instances) has 
to be weighed against the regulator’s 
preference for periods that will be 
achieved on the average of 90 percent of 
the time. The market must be expected 
to compromise these two demands 
rationally. If the compromise appears to 
result in unacceptably wide spreads, 
one might reliably predict that an urgent 
call for a regulatory specification of the 
length of the spread would be heard. In 
short, an appeal for more, rather than 
less regulation, to achieve a result 
attainable by market forces alone. 

When the likelihood of a deterioration 
in service or an increase in cost is 
factored into the analysis of the 
proposed dispatch standard, we do not 
believe a standard can be defended. The 
alternative is that the carrier promise 
only what it can do. And. if it does not, 
suffer the consequence of damages and 
loss of reputation. The probability of 
redress of individual harm has been 
enhanced by the provisions of the 
Household Goods Act. Most 
importantly, the Commission, without 
performance standards, can now make 
civil forfeiture demands where 
warranted for violation of the rule 
requiring reasonable dispatch (49 CFR 
1056.8), 

Increased competition in the 
marketplace and the increasing 
availability of guaranteed pickup and 
delivery service have given the 
consumer new options. The standard 
proposed here would not improve the 
consumer's situation and would be 
potentially destructive of performance 
improvements fostered by a competitive 
market. Therefore, a “reasonable 
dispatch" standard is not appropriate 
and w ill not be adopted. 

The third area for which u 
performance standard has been 
proposed is claims handling. Loss and 
damage claims are simply a fact of life 
in the moving industry. The Commission 
has no authority to referee the actual 
settlement of claims. However, the 
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Commission does impose claims 
handling procedures and requires that 
claims handling be done expeditiously 
and thus allow the consumer to know 
how much the carrier will pay and to 
make a timely decision on whether to go 
to court, or arbitration under a dispute 
settlement program, if the offer appears 
unsatisfactory. Moreover, the 
Commission requires that household 
goods carriers disclose to potential 
consumers how quickly claims have 
been handled in the past and what 
percentage of claims were settled only 
after court action had been initiated. 

The disclosure provision is aimed at two 
claims handling concerns, speed and 
quality, with quality implied from the 
relative incidence of court action. The 
proposed performance standard 
addresses only the first issue, speed. 

The standard would require that 95 
percent of all claims be acknowledged 
within 30 days of receipt and that at 
minimum an offer of settlement or 
declination must be made on 90 percent 
of ull claims within 60 days and on 95 
percent within 120 days. 

There really can be no dispute about 
the issue of consumer harm when 
legitimate claims are delayed or denied. 
The self-correcting measures of a 
competitive marketplace come too late 
to aid the consumer who has already 
suffered. The new statute and the 
Commission's new rules address the 
problem in several ways. The dispute 
settlement program outlined above is 
one. By the end of fiscal year 1962. all of 
the major carriers and many smaller 
carriers had given notice of their 
participation in such programs all of 
which are administered by the 
American Arbitration Association. The 
provision allowing recovery of 
attorney's fees in civil actions may have 
had some impact on the rapid initiation 
of these programs. To date, however. 


they have been used only on rare 
occasions. 

Under the Commission's rules, 
carriers can no longer collect 
transportation charges on lost or 
destroyed articles (49 CFR 1056.16). Also 
they must follow mandatory claims 
handling procedures and. even though 
not used to any great extent, have an 
arbitration option open to them. The 
crucial question for consideration in 
connection with the claims handling 
standard, therefore, is whether, given 
the development of other means for 
improving carrier response, the 
proposed standard is cost beneficial? 

We think the answer is no. 

The first reason for this conclusion is 
the counterproductive potential that 
such a standard may imply for any 
program of civil court enforcement. 
These matters were covered in the first 
part of this decision, hut it bears 
emphasizing that the potential 
complications described must be part of 
any cost-benefit analysis. The second 
reason is that the performance standard 
seems potentially counterproductive in 
its own right. Because the standard 
requires only rapid response, not a 
quality response, carriers have two 
options regarding improved behavior, 
assuming that improvement is required. 
The first option is to hire and train more 
personnel for service in the peak 
summer and fall months. 

The second option is to offer quick but 
conservative settlements on enough of 
the troubling complaints to stay within 
the standard. Either way, there are 
costs, the former will ultimately affect 
the price of moving, the latter is likely to 
increase litigation costs not only for the 
carrier, but for the individual shipper os 
well. Although the degree of consumer 
harm may at times be from delay in 
reaching fair claims settlements, more 
often it is from inadequate 
compensation. At best, the only gain 


from performance standards would be 
some marginal improvement in speed. 
Therefore, the appropriate course is not 
to impose such a fruitless standard. 

III. Conclusions 

In summary, we have considered the 
three proposed standards according to 
the governing statutory criteria in 
Section 11 110(h)(3). It is our conclusion 
that the proposals are seriously flawed 
and the present record would not permit 
any defensible revised standards. For all 
of the reasons indicated in the earlier 
portions of this decision as well as the 
points made with reference to each 
particular proposal, we see no purpose 
in reopening this record for further 
comment. 

This proceeding is not a major federal 
action significantly affecting energy 
consumption or the quality of the human 
environment. 

While adoption of the proposed 
standards would have required 
consideration of the impact on small 
business entities pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

603 (Regulator}’ Flexibility Act), we 
believe the action taken here obviates 
such consideration and, in fact, furthers 
generally the objectives of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act. 

This action is taken under the 
authority of 49 U.S.C. 11110 and 5 U.S.C. 
553. 

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1056 

Consumer protection; Moving of 
household goods. 

Decided: November 30.1983. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice 
Chairman Sterrett, Commissioners Andre and 
Gradison. 
fames II. Bayne. 

Acting Secretary. 

t»« Doc FU#*i 12-6-40; *45 «m| 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Office of the Secretary 

Forms Under Review by Office of 
Managoment and Budget 

December 2,1983. 

The Department of Agriculture has 
submitted to OMB for review the 
following proposals for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35) since the lost list was 
published. This Ust is grouped into new 
proposals, revisions, extensions, or 
reinstatements. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

(1) Agency proposing the information 
collection; (2) Title of the information 
collection; (3) Form number(s), if 
applicable; (4) How often the 
information is requested; (5) Who will 
be required or asked to report; (6) An 
estimate of the number of responses; (7) 
An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to provide the information; (8) 

An indication of whether section 3504(h) 
of Pub. L 96-511 applies; (9) Name and 
telephone number of the agency contact 
person. 

Questions about the items in the 
listing should be directed to the agency 
person named at the end of each entry. 
Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from: Department Clearance Officer. 
USDA* OIRM. Room 108-W Admin. 
Bldg.. Washington. D.C. 20250, (202) 447- 
4414. Comments on any of the items 
listed should be submitted directly to: 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget. Washington. D.C 20503, ATTN: 
Desk Officer for USDA. 

If you anticipate commenting on a 
submission but find that preparation 
time will prevent you from doing so 
promptly, you should advise the OMB 
Desk Officer of your intent as early as 
possible. 


Extension 

• Forest Service 

Collection and Analysis of Timber 
Purchasers' Cost and Sales Data 
Annually 

Business or Other For-Profit; 150 
responses; 1,200 hours; not applicable 
under 3504(h) 

Ted Yarosh (202) 475-3755 

• Soil Conservation Program 
Rural Abandoned Mine Program 

fRAMP) SCS-CPA-13,150.151.152. 
153.154.155.156* FNM-140.141. 

On Occasion Recordkeeping 
Individuals. State and Local 
Government, Farms: 559 responses; 

964 hours; not applicable under 
3504(h) 

James B. Newman (202) 382-1864 

• Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

Designation of Flue-Cured Tobacco 
Sales 

ASCS—807 Annually 
Individuals or Households, Farms: 
220,000 responses; 22.000 hours; not 
applicable under 3504(h) 

Jay Poole (202) 447-2715 

New 

• Agricultural Marketing Service 

7 CFR Part 55, Regulations for Voluntary 
Inspection of Eggs Products and Grading 
On Occasion. Weekly. Monthly. Daily 
Business: 5,401 responses; 1,292 hours; 

not applicable under 3504(h) 

Merlin L Nichols, Jr. (202) 447-3506 

Reins tatment 

• Farmers Home Administration 

7 CFR 1980-F Guaranteed Economic 
Emergency Loans 
FmHA 1930-15, 25. 32. 38* 

On Occasion 

Farms. Businesses: 4.560 responses; 

4.052 hours; not applicable under 
3504(h) 

Joel Weirick (202) 382-1656 

• Fanners Home Administration 

7 CFR 1945-C. Economic Emergency 
Loans 

On Occasion Farms, 

Businesses: 43.180 responses; 23.345 
hours; not applicable under 3504(h) 
Joel Weirick (202) 382-1656. 

Dewayoe Hamilton. 

Acting Department Clearance Officer 
pH Doc FU«d 12-4-CX 
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Members of Performance Review 
Boards 

agency: Department of Agriculture. 
action: Notice. 


summary: This document amends the 
list of Performance Review Board 
members published October 6,1982, 47 
FR 44127, as amended November 26, 
1982. 47 FR 53430, March 1.1983. 48 FR 
8518. August 29.1983, 48 FR 39100 and 
November 10.1983, 48 FR 51665. 

EFFECTIVE date: December 7.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Earl C. Hadlock. Chief. Employment and 
Executive Resources Staff, Office of 
Personnel. Department of Agriculture, 
14th Street and Independence Avenue, 
SW.. Washington. DC 20250; (202/447- 
8905). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

membership of the Department of 
Agriculture's Performance Review 
Boards is amended by adding the names 
of Daniel Oliver and Karen Darling. 

Dated: December 1.1983. 

John R. Block. 

Secretary . 

(FR Due W-ias: FlUd *46 •m] 
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Federal Grain Inspection Service 

Request for Designation Applicants to 
Perform Official Services In the 
Geographic Areas Currently Assigned 
to Bloomlnqton Grain Inspection 
Department (IL), Lubbock Grain 
Inspection and Weighing (TX), and 
Ptainvlew Grain Inspection and 
Weighing Service* Inc. (TX) 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 83-31700 beginning on page 
54258 in the issue for Thursday. 
December 1.1983, make the following 
correction. 

On page 54258. third column, under 
date, the date now reading 'January 18, 
1984'' should read "January 3,1984". 

B4LUWQ COOt 1iOS~0t-M 
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Forest Service 

National Forest Timber Sales; Five- 
Year Extensions of Certain National 
Forest Timber Sale Contracts; Finding 
of No Significant Impact 

An environmental assessment that 
discusses timber sale contract relief 
alternatives is available for public 
review during regular business hours in 
Director’s Office. Timber Management 
Staff. South Agriculture Building. Room 
3207,12th and Independence Avenue. 
SW„ Washington. DC. 

It is my decision to adopt alternative 
E which provides that extension of 
certain National Forest timber sale 
contracts can be granted for a maximum 
of 5 years. Purchasers who wish to take 
advantage of these extensions must 
submit a qualifying Multi-Sale Extension 
Plan to the Forest Service. Other 
alternatives considered were (a) no 
action for contract relief, (b) contract 
extensions of 5 years with interest on 
the unpaid purchase price of the 
extended volume, (c) termination of 40 
percent of the volume under contract, or 
15 million board feet, or one contract, 
with 5-year extensions without interest 
for the remaining volume, and (d) 
termination of contracts with 
compensatory payments based on a 
break even point to the Government, 
compared with no contract relief. 

I have determined through 
environmental analysis that this is not a 
major Federal action which would 
significantly affect the quality of the 
human environment. Therefore, 
environmental impact statement is not 
needed. This determination was made 
based on the following considerations 
which are discussed in detail in the 
environmental assessment: 

A. The original decisions to offer the 
timber sale contracts were made in 
compliance with the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. The 
extension policy will not change the 
design of the timber sales or the 
resource protection requirements of the 
contracts unless the changes are 
essential to carry out the original sale 
objectives and/or to protect the 
environment. 

B. 1. The action will not cause 
significant direct, indirect, or cumulative 
effects on water quality or quantity, 
soils, fisheries, wildlife, or other 
resources. 

2. The action will not cause a major 
increase in costs or prices for 
consumers: individual industries; 

Federal, State, or local government 
agencies; or geographic regions. 
Implementation of this action will help 
stabilize timber dependent economies. 


The ability to delay harvest on high- 
priced sales will reduce relative costs 
for timber sale purchasers. A stabilized 
National Forest timber harvest will 
make revenues from stumpage receipts 
more predictable for State and local 
governments. 

3. The action will not cause a 
significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity or innovation, or on the 
ability of U.S.-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets. This 
action will retain more competition in 
the U.S. forest products industry than 
would be present if no relief action were 
taken. Implementation of this action will 
probably enhance the ability of the U.S. 
forest products industry to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises. 

C. There is adequate information to 
support the need for and consideration 
of the action. 

This decision is subject to 
administrative appeal. 

Questions regarding this decision 
should be sent to Chief. IJSDA Fores! 
Service, P.O. Box 2417. Washington, DC 
20013. 

Doted: December 1,1983. 

R. M. HousJey. 

Acting Chief. 

|KX Doc 83-32S&4 Film* U-*«T fr4& an] 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 

President's Private Sector Survey on 
Cost Control; Meeting Cancellation 

agency: Office of the Secretary. 
Commerce. 

action: Notice of Cancellation of 
Meeting. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

November 29,1983. a notice dated 
November 25.1983 was published in the 
Federal Register (48 FR 53736-37). 
announcing a meeting of the President's 
Private Sector Survey on Cost Control 
on December 8.1983 at 11 a.m. at the 
Department of Commerce Auditorium, 
First Floor. Herbert C. Hoover Building. 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW„ 
Washington, DC. 20230. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
announce that this meeting has been 
conceded and will be rescheduled at a 
later date. A new date, and the time and 
place will be announced in the Federal 
Register. 


Dated: December 6,1903. 

Marilyn S. McLennan, 

Chief Information Management Division , 
Office of the Seen? lory. 

|vs Dor ju-srv RW ):-»•«) n m «m| 
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International Trade Administration 

Stainless Steel Round Wire; 
Announcement of First Quarter 1984 
Monitoring Prices 

agency: International Trade 
Administration. Commerce.. 

action: Announcement of the first 
quarter 1984 monitoring price levels for 
imports of stainless steel round wire 
products.. 

summary: The Department of 
Commerce that base prices for First 
quarter 1984 trigger prices of stainless 
steel round wire products will decline 
1,0 percent from their fourth quarter 1983 
base price levels. Size extra prices for 
stainless steel round wire will decline 
an average of 0.5 percent from their 
fourth quarter levels. Changes in the 
yen/doilar ratio accounted for much of 
the decline in base and size extra prices. 
The Department uses trigger prices to 
monitor the prices of stainless steel wire 
and cold drawn round bar under 0.703 
inches in diameter for possible initiation 
of antifumping or countervailing duty 
investigations if unfair sales of these 
products appear to be injuring domestic 
producers. Each quarter the Department 
reviews [apanese steel production and 
delivery costs and revises trigger prices 
accordingly. The first quarter trigger 
price applies to stainless steel round 
wire products and round stainless steel 
drawn bars in sizes under 0.703 inches 
in diameter exported to the United 
States on or after January 1.1.984. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Juanita S. Kavalauskas. Agreements 
Compliance Division, Import 
Administration. Room 3099. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
telephone: (202) 377-3793. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Import 
price monitoring procedures for 
stainless steel round wire are the same 
as those published in the TPM 
Procedures Manual (46 FR 49928). 
Japanese stainless steel wire 
manufacturers agreed to supply cost of 
production and transportation 
information necessary to monitor the 
import prices. Commerce uses Special 
Summary Steel invoices to monitor 
imports of stainless steel round wire and 
small cold drawn bar under 0.703 inches 
diameter. In computing the invoice price 
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for comparison to the trigger price. 
Commerce will use a 12.0 percent 
annual rate (1.0 percent per month when 
interest must be adjusted and the actual 
rate is not known. For its calculation of 
trigger price levels, the yen/dollar 
exchange rate the Department uses to 
convert Japanese steel producers’ yen 
denominated production cost to dollars 
is the average of the 36 months 
preceding the calculation and 
publication of the quarter s trigger price 
levels. 

The exchange rate used in the 
Department’s first quarter 1964 
production cost estimate is 235 yen to 
the dollar (the yen/dollar exhange rate 
average for November 1980 through 
October 1983). 

Other Charges 

Trigger prices are an estimate of the 
Japanese stainless wire manufacturers’ 
cost of production plus the cost of 
transporting to the United States and 
handling in the United States. Each 
trigger price includes ocean freight, 
insurance, interest and handling as well 
as the base price and extras. The ocean 
freight, handling and interest are shown 
for each of the major importing regions: 
Pacific Coast, Atlantic Coast, Gulf Coast 
and the Great Lakes. All prices are 
shown in U.S. dollars per metric ton. 

The interest component of the 
delivery charge reflects the current level 
of prime interest rate. Handling and 
ocean freight charges remain 
unchanged. The extras shown define the 
coverage in terms of sizes, grades, and 
qualities. 

The following rules apply to product 
coverage and extras: 

(1) If a product fails to fit the genera! 
description because the cost of 
producing that product varies 
substantially from the cost of producing 
the product described in the heading, the 
product is not covered. 

(2) If a product is covered by a grade 
which is not in the base coverage and 
for which no grade extra is listed, the 
product is not covered. 

(3) If a product has a size specification 
that falls above the largest size 
specification shown or below the 
smallest size specification shown, it is 
not covered. 

(4) If a product has a size specification 
that falls between two size 
specifications listed, it is covered and 
the size specification with the higher 
dollar value is to be used unless 
otherwise noted on the page. 

(5) If a product embodies extras other 
than size or grade which are not listed, 
the product is covered. In those cases, 
the base trigger price plus any 
applicable extras listed will be applied. 


A list of stainless steel round wire and 
cold drawn bar products subject to 
trigger price monitoring and the 
applicable base prices and extras are 
contained in the Appendix to this notice. 

Dated: November 30.1963. 

Alan F. Holmer. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration . 

Appendix—1st Quarter 1984 Trigger 
Prices per Metric Ton 

Stainless Steel Wire 

Round Stainless Steel Drawn Bars in 
Sizes Under 0.703 Inches 


AJS! Categories 20 and 12 


Charge* to OF 

Ocean 

He»ght 

Man- 

d*ng 

in; 

PaeAc Coaai.- . _ 

$110 

69 

2J3 

Ou* Coa* . 

13S 

5 

30 

Atlantic Coast . 

135 

4 

30 

Oeat Lafce* 

176 

4 

37 




Interest charge equals F.O.B. trigger 
base price including size extra times 
interest factor. 

Insurance 1% of base 
price 4- extras 4* ocean freight 
Extras (dollar per metric ton): 

1. Annealed Wire—Group l 

A. Base Prices, Including Grade Extras 

B. Size by Grade Group 

C. Small Bar Size Extras 

2. Hard/Spring Wire—Group II 

A. Base Prices, Including Grade Extras 

B. Size by Grade Group 

3. Soft/Intermediate Wire—Group III 

A. Base Prices, Including Grade Extras 

B. Size by Grade Group 

4. Coating 

5. Finish 

A. Centerless Ground 

B. Centerless Ground and Polished 

6. Diameter Tolerance 

7. Straightening and Cut to Length 

A. Size Range 

B. Length 

8. Packaging. 

Note.—This coverage applies to stainless 
steel round wire and staintess steel bar under 
0.703 inches produced by drawing. Bar. in 
these sizes, if produced by hot rolling is not 
covered by published prices. 

1. Group 1—Annealed Wire: Soft wire 
in which there is no further cold drawing 
after the last annealing treatment. This 
wire is made by annealing in open fired 
furnaces or molten salt followed by 
pickling, which produces a clean gray 
matte finish. It is also made with a 
bright finish by annealing wet oil or 
grease drawn wire in a protective 
atmosphere, and is sometimes described 
as bright annealed wire. 

A. Crudes 


Grade* 

Bata 

pnea 

301 

1.731 

308___*....... 

1.664 

903 .... 

1.776 

304 ... . .. 

1.731 

306 . - 

1.606 

310 .- .... ..- 

3.168 

•«4 

3.657 

316 . 

2 463 

316-4 .- - - -. 

2.647 

317 .-.. 

2.963 

3l7-4„ 

3.117 

30*-l .- .. 

1606 

17-APM • . 

2.065 

306. .... ... . 

1672 


2037 

306 

2,369 

306-4 . ..-. 

2.563 

321 . 

2.037 

302 HQ (16-194 W) • 

1.649 

347 .. ... 

2.342 


2696 

406 . 

1.402 

410 

1.097 

4t6 .. . 

1.097 

420 

1,144 

430. - ... . .. 

1,144 

430-F ... . 

1.355 

434 . 

1.449 


1661 


1.731 



' May afeo be de ei g nai ed a* type 630 or m UNS 17400 
"U*y also be den^reied at typa 302 CU and as 306 


B. Size* 


Grad* group 


Si* 

300 

mrm 

and 

17- 

7PM 

400 

•ana 

17- 

4PH. 

15- 

5PM 

674 to 703 . .... 

336 

424 

396 

601 to 573 ‘ .... . . 

336 

424 

336 

.500 .. .. .. . 

343 

424 

343 

675 to 499 . 

371 

438 

371 

.3125 10 .374 

379 

436 

379 

.250 10 312 - 

414 

436 

414 

.234 to 349 . 

462 

460 

462 

.216 to 233 

463 

476 

463 

ann 

552 

495 

552 

.166 to 190 ... 

600 

540 

600 

170 to 164 . . 

607 

552 

607 

156 to 169 

636 

574 

636 

1 A3 1(U* 

664 

655 

664 

12S ID 141 .. 

676 

750 

675 

IIS* to 127 

736 

796 

676 

.060 to 112 . 

636 

693 

678 

.066 to 096 _ 

691 

970 

665 

076 to 065 . 

950 

1.026 

720 

067* to 075 . .... 

963 

1.061 

655 

.056 to 066 

1343 

1200 

966 

.051 to 057 . 

1.091 

1256 

14)17 

044 to 050 .- 

1.141 

1.326 

1.065 

039 to 043 - 

1.217 

1371 

1.142 


13 U 

1.529 

1246 

090 10 032 .. 

1,362 

1.631 

1,362 

.027 to 029 .. 

1.465 


1,456 

024 to .026 . 

1.567 


1.557 

021 to .023 

1 698 


1,096 

jO! 0 to 020 . .. . . 

1.774 


1,774 

j0t6 ... 

1352 


1,652 

317 ... ... 

1696 


1.696 

016 

1.027 


1227 

318 ..... .. . 

1 974 


1,974 

314 

2 126 


2.126 

at? 

2245 


2.245 

312 ...._ ... ..- 

2295 


2295 

011 1 .. .. . _ 

2.398 


2296 

Oio 

2,565 


2554 

006* 

2.705 


2.705 

naa 

2.993 


2.993 

Oft 7* 

3.146 


3 148 

077 

3.376 


3.376 

0066 

3800 


3600 

006 

4241 


4241 

ftftATA 

4,636 


4.696 

0056 

5,531 


5.631 

00525 . 

5.622 


5.622 

near 

5,607 


5,607 

00475 .-.. -. 

5.695 


5J05 
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Grade group 

So* 

300 

and 

17 - 

7 PM 

400 

•ana 

17 - 

4 PH. 

IS- 

5 PH 

0045 ... .. 

6 175 
5.505 

7205 
14 927 
17217 
19.946 

72 558 


6.176 

6.596 
7206 
14227 
17.317 
19946 
77 556 

74 404 

00425 


004 .... ... . 


00375 _ 


0035 .. 


OOM - 


003 ... . 


0027 



OOtMT . . t . , ,, 

25627 


a6,aiP6 

75 627 

002 

31257 


3126 / 




1 AM narmsdate etree to tax* rxut r.gta pnea 


C Small Bar 1 : Small cold drawn bar in wire 
gauges is to be trigger priced using these size 
extras: 



2. Group II—Hard/Spring Wire: wire 
drawn in several drafts as required to 
produce the high tensile strengths 
required for such products as spring 
wire, 

A. Grades 


B. Size 1 


Sum 

Grade 

IE 

and 

17- 

7PN 

Over 375 ’ 


3125“ IS 374*_ 

696 

2 SO 0 " lo 3ir. . 

696 

234"to 249 

696 

216" 10 233“ 

696 

200 lo 215** 

6** 

165 to 19T . 

695 

17X7 lo 164*_ 

695 

154- to 160- . 

696 

142" ID 154“ 

700 

128* to 141- .. _ 

700 

113" 10 127“ . 

700 

oor* to 112 " . .. ... . 

706 

mw to new - 

761 

076* to 066- 

636 

067*’ to 075** _ 

910 

<*•" to nawr . 

1 010 

04i- to oar- - 

1214 

044- to 050*' . ... . 

1395 

030“ 10 043“ . 

1.471 

033 to 03 r .. 

1.614 

000" IP .032*' - 

1.700 

027 to 029" . 

2046 

024* to 026’ . 

2233 

,021“ IP 023*' .. .. .. . 

2.452 

Oir to axr 

2.743 

me** 

3.319 

otr^ 

3.006 

016**._ 

3U096 

015“ 

3,761 

014“ _ 

3.957 

oir _ 

4 100 

012- 

4091 

oir 

5,614 

010“ . 

5 762 

oor _ 

5366 


oo*r ... 

6.19! 



3. Croup III—Soft/lniermediate Wire: 
wire drawn one or more drafts after 
annealing as required to produce 
minimum strength or hardness. The 



1 May ■too be da oQ n e isd a* typa 030 or UNS 11400 


B Size* 



Grade grot* 

Sum 

300 

ft* 

nn 

and 

17- 

7PM 

400 

ft* 

nee 

17-4 

PM 

15-5 

Pm 

Omr 375, _..... 

590 

462 

590 

3125" to 374 ’_ 

590 

46? 

590 

2500 to 312"_...._ 

590 

462 

590 

2340 r to 2497* _ 

643 

505 

643 

2160“ to 233" 

643 

505 

843 

200* to 215“ ... _ 

643 

VS 

643 

155 to 199 r _ 

695 

546 ' 

695 

170* to 164 "__ 

6% 

548 

| 6*5 

155“ to 169* 

695 

S8l 

695 

142“ to 154“ ..... 

771 

643 j 

771 

129" to 14V*__ -- 

771 

752 i 

771 

119-la f92- 

523 

907 

624 

099* to 112“ 

929 

•14 

929 

065 ’ to 066 ’ 

1.024 

•VI 

1.024 

OPT to 065 *___ 

1.071 

1.038 

tj0?1 

067“ to 076“ 

1.166 

1.129 

1.188 

069* to CMS" ...... 

1266 

1 329 

1261 

1.448 

1286 

1229 

061“ to 057”_ 

044 to 050"_ 

1.361 

1.487 

1381 

036- to 043“ _- - 

1,500 

1.571 

1.500 

033- to 037“ _ . —\ 

1.595 

1676 

t.S95 

030 lo 032* 

1.705 

1.662 

1 836 

1.705 

1.662 

02r lo 029 ’_ 


024’10 026“_ ’1 __ 

2005 


2.005 

021” to m- 

2 162 


2.16? 

019" to nar 

2310 

H 

2.310 


Grades 

II 

»* 

1.731 

302.- ... 

1 664 

303 . ... 

1 776 

304__ _ 

1.731 

MS- 

1.906 

310 . 

3 188 

314 - 

3657 

316 . . 

2.463 

316-4... 

2 647 

317. .. ... .. _ . 

2.953 

317-4. . - . 

3 117 

321 _,__ 

2i037 

17-4 PM » 


17-7PH • _ 

2,671 

306 ... . 

1972 

306-4._ 

2007 

309 : 

? 389 

309-4._... ._ . 


302 MO (*6-l9iW) *__ 

1849 

347 __ 

2.342 

AM - 

2395 

406_.. 

1.40? 

410 . .. . 

1.0V7 

41* 

1 097 

4 JO _ 

1.144 

t 144 

430 

430-6 _- 

1365 

434 .... 

1.449 

434-6 

1 261 

446 _ 

1.731 



‘May *«> be daatgneiod as type 600 or UMS 17400 
'Mr* atso be Omiormtaa mm rm hmc 177m 


1 Annealing and p irk I mg la included rn bate 
materia! coat. Size extras induct* cost of 


properties can be varied between soft 
temper and those approaching spring 
temper wire. Wire in this temper is 
usually produced in a variety of dry 
drawn tempers. Cold heading wire 
belongs in this group. 

A. Grades 



4. Coating: Material provided 
uncoated or coated with time (or 
equivalent to lime) and/or soap will 
carry no extra. Other coatings require an 
appropriate extra where additional 
costs are involved. Metallic coatings 
include copper* nickel, and lead. Non- 
metallic coatings include plastics, 
molybdenum disulfide, etc. 



Metate 

Mm- 

Stta range 

Cop- 

pw 

*«*■ 

el 

me¬ 

tal* 

Over .154“____ 

113 

33 

23 

099* to 154“ 

189 

33 

23 

OKT to 006' 

226 

44 

30 

04t" to 062“ ... . . 

aa 

46 

000* to 040- _ —.. 


94 

61 

025" to 029" 


94 

61 

f»ft’ to ft*4- , . .... ... 


128 

88 

ni5” to fill- 


167 

115 

010" to 014“ 


198 

135 


1 All intermediate sizes to take next higher puce 


straightening and cut to length. 


1 All intermediate stzee to take next higher price. 
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These extras are applicable to all 
grades listed. 

Straightening and cut to length extras 
are included in the above finish extras. 

6. Diameter Tolerance. Standard: AISI 
or J1S Specification. 



Eatm 

Standard___ 

Bm 

No* Nt» than H Standard 

too 

Go+or than v« to S atandard ... 

2$ pwc** of mxw nvi 

Qomr than V, tiand*d__ 

SO pare** of w* a*»a 


7. Straightening and Cut to Length: 
Use the sum of the appropriate extras 
from A and B below to form the total 
extra. 



8. Packaging: 

Bundle, 26 
Wooden Boxes, 89 
Fibre Drums. 82 
Coil Carriers. 28 
Spools: Sizes under .020’. 1G0 
Both Spools and Wooden Boxes: 
Sizes .02(T and greater. 89 


Sizes under .020*. 249. 

IF* Dot U-12S61 KU*d 12-6-4* 845 am] 

BILLING CODE 


IC-791-0021 

Prestressed Concrete Steel Wire 
Strand From South Africa; Preliminary 
Results of Administrative Review of 
Suspension Agreement 

agency: International Trade 
Administration. Commerce. 
action: Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review of Suspension 
Agreement. 

summary: The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the agreement 
suspending the countervailing duty 
investigation on prestressed concrete 
steel tire strand from South Africa. The 
review covers the period May 21,1982. 
the date of suspension of the 
investigation, through December 31, 

1982. 

As a result of the review, we 
preliminarily find that Haggle Limited, 
the only known exporter of South 
African PC strand to the United States, 
has complied with the terms of the 
suspension agreement. 

EFFECTIVE date: December 7.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Philip Ottemess or Brian Kelly, Office of 
Compliance. International Trade 
Administration. U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington. D.C. 20230: 
telephone: (202) 377-2788. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On May 21,1982, the Department of 
Commerce (“the Department") 
published in the Federal Register [47 FR 
22137) a notice of suspension of the 
countervailing duty investigation 
regarding prestressed concrete steel 
wife strand from South Africa. The 
petitioner requested that the 
investigation be continued, and on 
August 2.1982 the Department published 
in the Federal Register (47 FR 33310) a 
notice of final affirmative countervailing 
duty determination. As required by 
section 751 of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(“the Tariff Act"), the Department has 
now conducted an administrative 
review of the suspension agreement. 

Scope of the Review 

Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of South African prestressed 
concrete steel wire strand. Such 
merchandise is currently classifiable 
under item 842.1120 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 


Annotated. The review covers the only 
known exporter of South African PC 
strand to the United States. Haggle 
Limited, which was the signatory to the 
suspension agreement. 

The review covers the period May 21, 
1982. the effective date of the 
suspension agreement, through 
December 31,1982, and the following 
programs: (1) Preferential railroad rates 
for shipments destined for export: (2) 
Export Incentive Program—Categories 
A. B. and D; (3) the Iron/Steel Export 
Promotion Scheme; and (4) the General 
Levy and Import Subsidy Scheme. 

Analysis of Programs 

(1) Railroad Rate Differential. The 
South African Transport Services, a 
government-owned corporation, 
maintains a rate schedule that provides 
preferential rates for container 
shipments destined for export. Hnggie 
ships all of its PC strand for export in 
containers. During the period of review, 
Maggie paid the higher domestic rate for 
all shipments of PC strand, whether for 
export or for domestic use. This 
eliminated the differential, in 
accordance with the terms of the 
suspension agreement. 

(2) Export Incentive Program. In 1980 
the South African Department of 
industries, Commerce, and Tourism 
expanded and restructured its Export 
Incentive Program into four categories. 
Category C of this program was 
eliminated on April 1,1982. 

Category A is a rebate of import 
duties on raw materials that are re¬ 
exported after further processing. 

Maggie used only domestically produced 
wire rod during the review period and 
did not apply for Category A benefits. 

Category B consists of a credit against 
income taxes equal to 10 percent of the 
value-added component of exported 
merchandise if there is a South African 
import duty on such merchandise. There 
is an import duty on PC strand. Under 
the program the value-added component 
is calculated by taking the average f.o.b. 
sales price per ton, increasing it by the 
rebate received under the Iron/Steel 
Export Promotion Scheme (see below), 
and subtracting the average raw 
materials costs. This figure is then 
multiplied by 10 percent to obtain the 
amount of the credit. 

Category D consists of a deduction of 
taxable income of up to 200 percent of 
export market development expenses. 
Haggie is eligible for the full deduction 
of 200 percent. 

Haggie has not yet filed its tax return 
for the period under review but. as part 
of the suspension agreement, agreed not 
to claim Category B and D benefits for 
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exports of PC strand to the United 
States. In a subsequent review, after 
Haggle has Filed its return, we will 
reexamine whether or not Haggie 
claimed Category B or D benefits for 
shipments made during the review 
period. 

(3) Iron/Steel Export Promotion 
Scheme ("ISEPS”). The South African 
Roiled Steel Producers’ Co-ordinating 
Council, a group of nine primary steel 
producers, introduced 1SF.PS in 
September 1972. The scheme pays to 
secondary steel exporters an amount 
equal to 19.5 percent of the f.o.b. value 
on all exports of secondary steel 
products that contain rolled, drawn, or 
forged steel and that meet a 25 percent 
value-added criterion. The scheme is 
funded by a 4 rand per metric ton levy 
on all purchases of primary steel. The 
primary producers pay the levy to the 
fund, but the government allows an 
upward adjustment to the government- 
controlled price of primary steel to 
compensate for the umount of the levy, 
shifting the charge to the secondary 
producers. 

Haggie did not make any claims for 
1SEPS benefits on shipments of PC 
strand that entered the United States, or 
were withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after September 1, 
1982 through December 31, 1982. in 
accordance with the terms of the 
suspension agreement. 

(4) The GeneraJ Levy and Import 
Subsidy Scheme ('GUSS 4 '}. Haggie did 
not receive any benefits from CUSS for 
shipments of PC strand to the United 
Stales during the review period. 

We found no other benefits received 
by Haggie during the review period. 

Preliminary Results of the Review 

As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that Haggie 
Limited has complied with the terms of 
the suspension agreement for the period 
May 21,1982 through December 31,1982. 
The agreement can remain in force only 
so long as shipments covered by the 
agreement account for at least 85 
percent of exports of such merchandise 
to the United States. Our information 
indicates that Haggie Limited accounted 
for 100 percent of imports into the 
United States of PC strand from South 
Africa during the review period. 

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
within 30 days of the date of publication 
of this notice and may request 
disclosure nnd/or a hearing within 10 
days of the date of publication. Any 
hearing, if requested, will be held 45 
days after the date of publication or the 
first workday thereafter. Any request for 
an administrative protective order must 


be made no later than 5 days after the 
date of publication. The Department wilt 
publish the final results of this 
administrative review including the 
results of its analysis of issues raised in 
such comments or at a hearing. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 CFR 1675(a)(1)) and 
5 355.41 of the Commerce Regulations 
(19 U.S.C. 355.41). 

Dated: November 30.1983. 

Alan F. Holmer. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Import 
Administration . 

irs nor. riw*d ««} 

SIU.MG COOC ttto-os-tf 


University of WisconsirvMadison; 
Decision on Application for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Instrument 

This decision is made pursuant to 
Section 8(c) of the Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Materials 
Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-651. 
80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR Part 301). Related 
records can be viewed between 8:30 
a.m. and 5:00 p.ra. in Room 1523, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, N.W.. Washington, 
DC. 

Docket No.: 83-278. Applicant 
University of Wisconsin Madison, 
Materials Science Center, 1115 
Engineering Research Building. 1500 
Johnson Drive, Madison. WI 53706. 
Instrument: Biaxial Tilting Stage for 
Electron Microscope. Manufacturer. 
JEOL Ltd., Japan. Intended use: See 
notice at 48 FR 39266. 

Comments: None received. 

Decision: Approved. No instrument of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
instrument, for such purposes as it is 
intended to be used, is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Reasons: The accessory (a biaxial 
tilting stage) is compatible with an 
existing instrument (an electron 
microscope to its analytical capabilities. 
The National Bureau of Standards 
advises in its memorandum dated 
October 11, 1983 that: (1) The capability 
of the foreign instrument described 
above is pertinent to the applicant's 
intended purpose and (2) it knows of no 
domestic instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
instrument for the application's intended 
use. 

We know of no other instrument or 
apparatus of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign instrument which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105. Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Frank W. Creel, 

Ac ting DirvrMrr. Statutory Import Programs 
Staff. 

fF* Ooc «-JS?4 Kiwi 12-B-43: S4S «m{ 

BILLING COOt SSIO-DS-tl 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjusting Import Limits for Certain 
Cotton and Man-Made Fiber Apparel 
Products From the Republic of the 
Philippines 

December 2. 1983. 

The Chairman of the Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements (CITA), under the authority 
contained in E.O.11651 of March 3.1972. 
as amended, has issued the directive 
published to the Commissioner of 
Customs to be effective on December 8, 
1983. For further information contact 
Carl Ruths. International Trade 
Specialist. 202/377-4212. 

Background 

A CITA directive dated December 2Z 

1982 (47 FR 57988) established limits for 
certain specified categories of cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textile 
products, including Categories 340 
(men’s and boys’ woven cotton shirts) 
and 652 pt. (man-made fiber underwear) 
produced or manufactured in the 
Philippines and exported during the 
agreement year which began on January 
1.1983. 

Effective on December 8. 1983. the 

1983 limits for the foregoing two 
categories are being adjusted to account, 
in the case of Category 340, for the 
application of carryover, carryforward 
and swing, and, in the case of Category 
652 pt.. for carryover and swing, as 
provided under the terms of the Bilateral 
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber 
Textile Agreement of November 24.1982 
between the Governments of the United 
States and the Republic of the 
Philippines. Carryforward being applied 
to Category 340, to the extent used in 
1983, will be deducted from the limit 
established for this category in 1984. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 13.1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
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amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 15175) 
and May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924). 

Walter C Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

December 2.1983. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs, 
t)flpartment of the Treasury. Washington. 
DC 

Dear Mr. Commissioner This directive 
further amends, but does not cancel the 
directive of December 22.1982 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
implementation of Textile Agreements, 
onceming imports into the United States of 
certain cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
textile products, produced or manufactured in 
the Philippines and exported during 1983. 

Effective on December 8,1983, paragraph 1 
of the directive of December 22. 1982 is 
hereby further amended to include adjusted 
levels or restraint for the following 
i ategorics, according to the terms of the 
Bilateral Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber 
Textile Agreement of November 24.1982: 1 


Category 

Adjusted 12-momth 
tavH of retire** * 

. 

2S5.169 Horan 
M6.431 donn 

662 pt*_ 



1 TN> Mrvdi of isoft o r n Ttava not boon adjusted to rePocl 
*ny imports ow p ortod altar Oecomtor 31, 1962 
* »n Category 6S2. * T SUSA nunbors except 

3*66530 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U-S.C 553. 

Sincerely. 

Waller C Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 

of Textile Agreements. 

jnt Doc 6KS2ST7 rtkd uft 45 am) 

BILLING COOC 3510-2V4S 


Announcing Import Control Levels for 
Certain Cotton, Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Products From Taiwan 

December 2.1983. 

action: Controlling imports of cotton, 
wool and man-made Tiber textile 
products in Categories 314, 317.434, 447, 
612, 013, 631, 636. 642, and part of 669 
(polypropylene bags), produced or 
manufactured in Taiwan and exported 
during the agreement year which began 
on January 1.1983. 

A description of the textile categories 
in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was 


' The agreement provides. hi port, that (1) specific 
limit* may be exceeded during the agreement year 
!>) designated percentages; (2) specific limits may 
he adjusted for carryover end carry forward; and [3| 
administrative arrangements or adjustments may be 
mude to resolve minor problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. 


published in the Federal Register on 
December 13,1982 (47 FR 55709). as 
amended on April 7.1983 (48 FR 15175) 
and May 3.1983 (48 FR 19924). 


summary: During consultations held in 
October 1983 under the terms of the 
bilateral textile agreement of November 

18.1982 concerning cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textile products from 
Taiwan, agreement was reached to 
establish levels for cotton and man¬ 
made fiber textile products in Categories 
314. 317,434. 447. 613, 636. 642 and 669 
(polypropylene bags) exported during 
the agreement year which began on 
January 1,1983. Notice of the intention 
to hold these consultations was 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 13, June 21. June 23. July 7 and July 

21.1983 (48 FR 2712Z. 28312. 28698, 31282 
and 3331). The United States had 
decided to control imports in these 
categories at the agreed levels, exported 
during 1983. Decause no agreement was 
reached on levels for man-made fiber 
textile products in Categories 612.631 
and 699 (fishnets) those categories are 
being controlled at the hold levels called 
for in the bilateral agreement, pending 
the conclusion of consultations. 

effective DATE: December 8.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

William Boyd, International Trade 
Specialist. Office of Textiles and 
Apparel U.S. Department of Commerce. 
Washington. D.C. (202/377-4212). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

December 22,1982 a letter from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
to the Commissioner of Customs was 
published in the Federal Register (47 FR 
57083) which established levels of 
restraint for certain cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textile products, 
produced an manufactured in Taiwan 
and exported during the twelve-month 
period which began on January 1,1983. 
In the letter which follows this notice 
additional levels are being established 
for the designated categories as a result 
of bilateral consultations. The level for 
those categories have not been adjusted 
to account for merchandise exported on 
and after January 1.1983 and extending 
to the effective date of this action, 
December 8,1983. Charges for the period 
January 1-October 15,1983 are listed 
below and will be charged. Charges for 
the period October 10 through December 

7.1983 will be made when the data 
become available: 


Category 

Amount to tm c**rgad 

goruwy-Octobor 15, 
1963) 

314 .... . - 

2.924.7SO iQjara yard* 

ftt? - , 

15.404,967 squire yard* 
6234 doron 

ni 

447_ . _ 

612_ 

5 016 duran 

6.640796 square yard* 
17.660 661 square yards 

1.304.103 dor or para 

172.343 down 

36926 2 do ran 

41-1 .. 

631 

os,. .. . 

642_.___ 

660 pC (or*y TSUSA No 
36S 530Q| 

412.452 poinds 


Walter C. Lenahan, 

Chairman , Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

December 2.1983. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Deportment of the Treasury . Washington. 

ac 

Dear Mr. Commissioner This directive 
further amends, but does not cancel the 
directive of December 18.1982 concerning 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile 
products, produced of manufactured in 
Taiwan end exported during 1983. 

Effective on December ft. 1983, paragraph 1 
of the directive of December 18.1982 is 
hereby further amended to include the 
following levels: 


Category 

12 mo tovaf of reofreM* 

iu 

1,194.874 square yaids 

17 946792 square yards 
9,023 doran 

317 

0*4 .. 

447 , _ .... 

5261 do wv 

ai> 

6641.559 square yards 

•13 

26421,139 square yard* 

631 . _ . 

V404.642 data* pan 
295000 Ouan. 

rif9 iVum 

636 

642 

669 [f » 

500.000 pounds 




•The levels of rrtiralnt have not ham adjeetfd lo raflacl 
any import* exported afirt IVcanvba* 91. IMS. 

Mn Category MS. oaiy TSUSft No IttAJOn. 


Textile products in the foregoing categories 
which have been exported to the United 
States prior to (anuary 1.1983 shall not be 
subject to this directive. 

Textile producta in the foregoing categories 
which have been released from the custody 
of the US. Customs Service under the 
provisions of IB U.S.C. 1448(b) or 
1484(a)(1)(A) prior to the effective date of this 
directive shall not be denied entry under this 
directive. 

The Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements has determined that 
these actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5 
U AC 553. 

Sincerely. 

Walter C. Lenahan. 

Chairman. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements. 

[FK Doc Kt-uartruod 12-663. ft49 an) 
tlLUNO COOC 1« 19-2641 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Office of Bilingual Education and 
Minority Languages Affairs 

Application Notice Establishing 
Closing Date for Transmittal of Fiscal 
Year 1984 Applications for 
Continuation Awards 

agency: Department of Education. 
action: Application Notice Establishing 
Closing Date for Transmittal of Fiscal 
Year 1984 Applications for Continuation 
Awards. 

Applications are invited for 
noncompeting continuation awards 
under the Bilingual Educaton Act- 
Training Projects Program that propose 
the activity described in 34 CFR 
510.10(e). 

Authority for this program is 
contained in Section 723 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, as amended by the 
Education Amendments of 1978 (Pub. L 
95-561). 

(20 U.S.G 3233) 

Current recipients of grants under this 
program that have one or more year(s) 
remaining of an approved multi-year 
project period may request continuation 
of their present projects. 

The purpose of the awards is to 
provide non-degree training programs to 
increase the skills of State educatona! 
agency personnel in carrying out their 
responsibilities with regard to programs 
of bilingual education. 

Closing Date for Transmittal of 
Applicatins: To be assured of 
consideration for funding, applications 
for noncompeting continuation awards 
should be mailed or hand delivered by 
(anuary 20,1984. 

If the application is late, the 
Department of Education may lack 
sufficient time to review it with other 
applications for noncompeting 
continuation awards and may decline to 
accept it. 

Applications Delivered by Mail : An 
application sent by mail should be 
addressed to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Attention: 84:003R, Washington. D.C. 
20202. 

An applicant must show proof of 
mailing consisting of one of the 
following: 

(1) A legibly dates U.S. Postal Service 
postmark. 

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date 
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or 
receipt from a commercial carrier. 


(4) Any other proof of mailing 
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of 
Education. 

If an application is sent through the 
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does 
not accept either of the following as 
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered 
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not 
dateds by the U.S. Postal Service. 

An applicant should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly 
provided a dates postmark. Before 
relying on this method, as applicant 
should check with its local post office. 

An applicant is encouraged to use 
registered or at least first class mail. 

Applications Delivered by Hand: An 
application that is hand delivered must 
be taken to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center. 
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3, 
7th and D Streets. SW.. Washington. 

DC. 

The Application Control Center will 
accept a hand-delivered application 
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except 
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal 
holidays. 

Program Information: In the case of 
an application submitted by an LEA as 
either a sole or joint applicant, the 
following applies: As stated in 34 CFR 
500.40, the Secretary makes a 
continuation award only if the grantee 
meets the conditions of Section 
721(e)()2) of the Bilingual Education Act 
which requires a grantee to 
demonstrate, among other things, that it 
is making satisfactory progress toward 
achieving the states objectives of the 
program. 

In the case of applicants other than 
LEAs. the Secretary uses the procedures 
and criteria in 34 CFR 75.253 for 
determining whether to make a 
continuation award. 

Intergovernmental Review 

On June 24. 1983, the Secretary 
published in the Federal Register final 
regulations (34 CFR Part 79, published at 
48 FR 29158 et se</.) implementing 
Executive Order 12372 entitled 
‘intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Programs.” The regulations took effect 
September 30.1983. 

This program is subject to the 
requirements of the Executive Order and 
the regulations in 34 CFR Part 79. The 
objective of Executive Order 12372 is to 
foster an intergovernmental partnership 
and a strengthened federalism by 
relying on State and local processes for 
State and local government coordination 
and review of proposed Federal 
financial assistance. 

The Executive Order— 


• Allows States, after consultation 
with local officials, to establish their 
own process for review and comment on 
proposed Federal financial assistance. 

• Increases Federal responsiveness to 
State and local officials by requiring 
Federal agencies to accommodate State 
and local views or explain why those 
views will not be accommodated, and 

• Revokes OMB Circular A-95. 

Transactions with nongovernmental 

entities, including State postsecondary 
educational institutions and federally 
recognized Indian tribal governments, 
are not covered by Executive Order 
12372. Also excluded from coverage are 
research, development, or 
demonstration projects that do not have 
a unique geographic focus and are not 
directly relevant to the governmental 
responsibilities of a State or local 
government within that geographic area 

The following is the current list of 
States that have established a process, 
designated a single point of contact, and 
have selected this program for review: 

States 


Arixon* 

New Hampshire 

Ark.insai 

New |ersey 

California 

New Mexico 

Colorado 

New York 

Connecticut 

North Carolina 

Delaware 

Oklahoma 

Florida 

Oregon 

Georgia 

Pennsylvania 

Illinois 

Rhode Island 

Indiana 

South Carolina 

low« 

Tennessee 

Kentucky 

Texas 

Louisiana 

Utah 

Maryland 

Vermont 

Massachusetts 

Virginia 

Michigan 

Weal Virginia 

Minnesota 

Wisconsin 

Missouri 

Wyoming 

Montana 

Puerto Rico 

Nebraska 

Northern Mariana 

Nevada 

Islands 


Immediately upon receipt of this 
notice, applicants that are governmental 
entities, including local educational 
agencies, must contact the appropriate 
State single point of contact to find out 
about, and to comply with, the State's 
process under the Executive Order. 
Applicants proposing to perform 
activities in more than one State should 
contact, immediately upon receipt of this 
notice, the single point of contact for 
each State and follow the procedures 
established in those States under the 
Executive Order. A list containing the 
single point of contact for each State is 
included in the application package for 
this program. 

In States not listed above State, 
areawide, regional, and local entities 
may submit comments directly to the 
Department. 

Any State process recommendation 
and other comments submitted by a 
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State single point of contact and any 
comments from State, arcawide. 
regional, and local entities must be 
mailed or hand delivered by February 
21.1984. to the following address: 

The Secretary. U.S. Department of 
Education. Room 4181. 84.0O3R. 400 
Maryland Avenue SW.. Washington. 

D.C. 20202. Telephone Number (202) 
245-7913. (Proof of mailing will be 
determined on the same basis as 
applications.) 

Please Note That the Above Address 
is not the Same Address as the one to 
Which the Applicant Submits its 
Completed Application. Do not Send 
Applications to the Above Address. 

Available Funds: It is expected that 
approximately $300,000 will be available 
for five noncompeting continuation 
grants under the Training Projects 
Program (Activity E) in fiscal year 1984. 

However, these estimates do not bind 
the U.S. Department of Education to a 
specific number of grants or to the 
amount of any grant unless that amount 
is otherwise specified by statute or 
regulations. 

Application Forms: Application 
packages are expected to be ready for 
mailing in mid December 1983. They will 
be mailed to current recipients that have 
one or more year(s) remaining of an 
approved multi-year project period. A 
copy of the application package may be 
obtained by writing to the Office of 
Bilingual Education end Minority 
languages Affairs. U.S. Department of 
Education, (Reporters Building. Room 
421). 400 Maryland Avenue SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20202. 

Applications must be prepared and 
submitted in accordance with the 
regulations, instructions, and forms 
included in the application package. 
However, the program information is 
only intended to aid applicants in 
applying for assistance. Nothing in the 
program information package is 
intended to impose any paperwork, 
application content, reporting, or grantee 
performance requirement beyond those 
imposed under the statute and 
regulations. 

The Secretary strongly urges that 
grantees not submit information that is 
not requested. 

Applicable Regulations: The 
regulations applicable to this program 
include the following: 

(a) The regulations governing the 
Training Projects Program, 34 CFR Parts 
500 and 510. 

(b) The Education Department 
General Administrative Regulations. 34 
CFR Parts 74. 75. 77. 78, and 79. 

Further Information: For further 
information contact the Training 
Projects (Activity E) Application 


Coordinator. Office of Bilingual 
Education and Minority Languages 
Affairs. U.S. Department of Education 
(Reporters Building. Room 421), 400 
Maryland Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C 20202. Telephone (202) 245-2922. 

(20 U.S.C. 3233). 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.003. Bilingual Education Act) 

Dated: December 2.1983 
M. Soriano, 

Director. Office of Bilingual Education and 
Minority Languages Affairs. 

(Hr Due. HJ- 32SVT riled 12-4MO, &4A 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Presidential Permit for Proposed 
Imperial Valley— La Rosita 
Transmission Line; Finding of No 
Significant Impact 

agency: Department of Energy. 
action: Issuance of finding of no 
significant impact for Presidential 
Permit in Docket Number PP-79. 

Imperial Valley—La Rosita electric 
transmission line, 

summary: The Department of Energy 
(DOE) has adopted an environmental 
assessment (EA) prepared by the Bureau 
of Land Management for construction 
and operation of an electric 
transmission line between La Rosita. 
Mexico and the Imperial Valley 
substation in California. Based upon the 
findings of the EA. which is available to 
the pubic on request the DOE has 
determined that issuance of the permit 
would not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment, as defined in 
Section 102 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321 el seq.. and 
therefore, no environmental impact 
statement is required. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR COPIES 
OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

contact: 

Mr. Caret Bomestein. Program Manager. 
Presidential Permits. Department of 
Energy. Forrestal Building. 
Washington. D.C. 20585. (202) 252- 
5935 

Ms. Linda ). Desell. Office of 
Environmental Compliance. 
Department of Energy. 1000 
Independence Avenue. Forrestal 
Building, Room 4G-085, Washington. 
D.C 20585. (202) 252-6374 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 24.1982. San Diego Gas and 
Electric Company (SDG&E) Filed an 
application with the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA) of the 


Department of Energy (DOE) for a 
Presidential Permit pursuant to 
Executive Order No. 10485. as amended 
by Executive Order No. 12038. SDG&E 
requested authority to construct, 
connect, operate and maintain at the 
international border of the United States 
and Mexico two 230 kilovolt (KV) 
overhead transmission lines between its 
proposed Imperial Valley Substation 
and the U.S.—Mexican international 
border, where it will interconnect with 
similar lines owned and operated by the 
Commission Federal de Electricidad 
(CFE). originating at CFEs planned La 
Rosita substation. Hereafter these 
proposed lines are referred to as the 
Imperial Valley—La Rosita transmission 
lines. 

The major portion of the Imperial 
Valey—La Rosita transmission lines will 
be constructed on land under the 
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM). BLM and DOE 
agreed that the environmental review 
process would be facilitated by BLM 
assumption of the lead in preparing 
environmental documentation required 
to satisfy the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). DOE has 
participated in preparation through 
review of the document. 

On October 14,1983. BLM published 
the final EA which has been adopted by 
DOE and a Presidential Permit (PP-79) is 
expected to be issued shortly. 

The power from Mexican geothermal 
fields to be transmitted over the 
proposed line is an effort to diversify 
SDG&E fuel mix and thereby reduce its 
dependence on oil generation. 

The proposed transmission line will 
cover approximately five (5) miles from 
the Imperial Valley substation, located 
in southwestern Imperial Cuunty. 
through areas of undeveloped BLM 
desert land to the international border. 
CFE will construe! the remaining portion 
of the line, approximately four (4) miles, 
to their substation at La Rosita. west of 
Mexicali. 

The proposed alignment for the 
transmission line lies entirely within a 
five (5) mile wide area designated in 
The California Desert Conservation 
Area Plan (USDI: BLM. 1980) as an 
appropriate utility corridor. The Plan 
provides BLM with planning guidance 
for the use of Federally owned lands. 

A study area was selected within the 
designated five mile wide corridor and 
two alternate routes were considered. 
The preliminary route generally 
paralleled the eastern edge of the study 
area, while the proposed route follows u 
path which arcs somewhat toward the 
western edge of the study area, see 
Figure 1. 
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The proposed route is entirely on 
Federally owned land located in 
Townships 16Vfr and 17 South. Ranges 12 
and 13 East. San Bemadino Meridian. 

The primary route was the First 
suggested by SDG&E. however, it was 
modified to the proposed route to 
provide an adequate buffer zone for 
agricultural and aerial application 
activities east of the study area. In 
addition the shift minimized the number 
of new access roads needed. 

Use of CFE’s transmission system was 
also considered and rejected because 
the present system would be unable to 
deliver the amount of power contracted 
for. present capacity and planned 
additions must be available to fill CFE 
customer needs, and a new line capable 
of carrying the power from the La Rosita 
to Tijuana for delivery would be 85 
miles long as opposed to the proposed 
line of 9 or 10 miles. 

The no action alternative was 
considered but rejected because it did 
not satisfy the purpose and need-for the 
project. 

Steel lattice double circuit towers are 
proposed for use for most of the length 
of the line. Wooden H-frame structures 
were considered but rejected because 
two sets of structures with a wider right- 
of-way would be required to carry a 
double circuit by 1994. and the shorter 
Bpan allowed by the wood poles would 
require 60 additional structures with on 
approximate 30 percent increase in 
ground disturbance. 

The environmental impacts of the line 
involve recreation, agriculture, mineral 
resources, cultural resources, vegetation, 
wildlife and visual resources. 

Impacts to recreation are not expected 
to be significant due to the fact the line 
does not displace much land and off 
road vehicle use and camping should 
not be adversely affected. 

The line was re-routed from the 
preliminary to the proposed route to 
provide an adequate buffer zone for 
agricultural activities. Thus, the line will 
have no significant impact on agriculture 
due to mitigation. 

The proposed route crosses two gravel 
extraction areas. Each will be affected 
by the placement of one tower, however, 
provision of adequate minimum line 
clearance will result in insignificant 
impacts to extraction operations. 

The cultural resources in the area are 
generally surface manifestations and, 
therefore, fragile. A Cultural Resources 
Management Plan (CRMP) will be 
prepared in consultation with the State 
Historic Preservation Officer prior to 
implementation of data recovery 
activities. The CRMP will include 
identification and evaluation of 
resources and impacts, and 


recommendations for mitigation and 
protective measures during construction, 
operation and maintenance. Procedures 
of the CRMP will be completed prior to 
BLM issuance of a notice to proceed. 
Thus, significant impacts to cultural 
resources are not expected. 

Some vegetation will unavoidably be 
destroyed during construction. Sensitive 
areas will be marked for avoidance by a 
qualified biologist. Indirect impacts may 
result from the new roads providing 
easier public access to sensitive areas 
and increased off road vehicle activity. 
This will be mitigated to the extent 
possible by minimizing the number of 
access roads needed for the line and 
erecting barriers at the beginning of 
certain access roads. Thus, no 
significant impacts to vegetation are 
expected. 

The majority of the study area is 
considered prime habitat for the flat- 
tailed homed lizard. This is a sensitive 
species (in California) and also under 
status review by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Office of Endangered 
Species. 

Mitigation measures have been 
suggested to minimize impacts to the 
lizard and other wildlife in the area. 
These include: non-pavement of access 
roads to limit mortality: closure of roads 
at completion of construction, if needed: 
and attempts to limit construction to 
those times of the year when the lizard 
is least active (October—February). 
Thus, impacts are not expected to be 
significant. 

The visual impacts of the project are 
not expected to be significant. The 
presence of the line will create some 
visual impact: however, the area has 
been given a scenic quality rating of 
poor by BLM. 

Based on the findings of the EA, the 
DOE has determined that the proposed 
issuance of a Presidential Permit is not a 
major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment, as defined in Section 102 
of NEPA, and therefore, no 
environmental impact statement is 
required. 

Issued in Washington. D.C„ on November 
22, 1983. ' 

WilUam A Vaughan. 

Assistant Secretary. En v iron mental 
Protection, Safety, and Emergency 
Preparedness. 

|FR Doc w-ats* Fifed 12 - 4 -ax a is an\ 
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National Petroleum Council, 
Coordinating Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Enhanced OH Recovery; 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Coordinating Subcommittee of the NPC 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery 
will meet in December 1983. The 
Nutional Petroleum Council was 
established to provide advice, 
information, and recommendations to 
the Secretary of Energy on matters 
relating to oil and natural gas or the oil 
and natural gas industries. The 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery 
will investigate the technical and 
economic aspects of increasing the 
Nation's pertroleum production through 
enhanced oil recovery. Its analysis and 
findings will be based on information 
and data to be gathered by the various 
task groups. The time, location, and 
agenda of the Coordinating 
Subcommittee meeting follows: 

The Coordinating Subcommittee will 
hold its fourteenth meeting on Thursday, 
December 15.1983, starting at 9:30 a.m., 
in Room 1603. Mobil Exploration and 
Producing Services. Inc., 7200 North 
Stemmon8 Freeway, Dallas, Texas. 

The tentative agenda for the 
Coordinating Subcommittee meeting 
follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Discuss study assignments. 

3. Review task group study 
assignments. 

4. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overhall assignment from the 
Secretary of Energy. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Coordinating 
Subcommittee is empowered to conduc t 
the meeting in a fashion that will, in his 
judgement, facilitate the orderly conduc t 
of business. Any member of the public 
who wishes to file a written statement 
with the Coordinating Subcommittee 
will be permitted to do so, either before 
or after the meeting. Members of the 
public who wish to make oral 
statements should inform Gerald |. 
Parker. Office of Oil, Gas and Shale 
Technology, Fossil Energy, 301/353- 
2918, prior to the meeting and 
reasonable provision will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
Freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room, Room IE-190, DOE Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue. 
SW.. Washington, D.C., between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monda\ 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
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Issued at Washington. D C., on November 
: 5 . 1983 . 

Donald L Bauer. 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fossil Energy. 

TO Doc. ft-32529 KiUni U-6-4V *43 «n>! 
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National Petroleum Council, Chemical 
Task Group of the Committee on 
Enhanced Oil Recovery; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Chemical Task Croup of the Committee 
on Enhanced Oil Recovery will meet in 
December 1983. The National Petroleum 
Council was established to provide 
advice, information, and 
recommendations to the Secretary of 
Knergy on matters relating to oil and 
natural gas or the oil and natural gas 
industries. The Committee on Enhanced 
Oil Recovery will investigate the 
technical and economic aspects of 
increasing the Nation's petroleum 
production through enhanced oil 
recovery. Its analysis and findings will 
be based on information and data to be 
gathered by the various task groups. The 
time, location, and agenda of the 
Chemical Task Croup meeting follows: 

The Chemical Task Group will hold 
its sixteenth meeting on Monday and 
Tuesday, December 12, and 13.1983, at 
8:30 a.m. each day. in Room 112, Phillips 
Petroleum Company. Research Forum. 
Bartlesville. Oklahoma. 

The tentative agenda for the Chemical 
Task Croup Meeting follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Review progress of Task Croup 
study assignments. 

3. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment from the 
Secretary of Energy. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Chemical Task Croup is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his judgment, 
facilitate the orderly conduct of 
business. Any member of the public who 
wishes to file a written statement with 
the Chemical Task Croup will be 
permitted to do so, either before or after 
the meeting. Members of the public who 
wish to make oral statements should 
inform G. |. Parker, Office of Oil. Gas 
and Shale Technology, Fossil Energy. 

391 /353-3032, prior to the meeting and 
T ’’asonable provision will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room, Room IE-190. DOE Forrestal 
Building.*l000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C., between the 


hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued at Washington. DC. on November 
25 . 1983 . 

Donald L. Bauer. 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fossil Energy. 

|TO Doc Ftlrd 12-4-0: *43 •*) 
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National Petroleum Council, Costs and 
Economics Task Group of the 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery; 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Costs 
and Economics Task Group of the 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery 
will meet in December 1983. The 
National Petroleum Council was 
established to provide advice, 
information, and recommendations to 
the Secretary of Energy on matters 
relating to oil and natural gas or the oil 
and natural gas industries. The 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery 
will investigate the technical and 
economic aspects of increasing the 
Nation's petroleum production through 
enhanced oil recovery. Its analysis and 
findings will be based on information 
and data to be gathered by the various 
task groups. The time, location, and 
agenda of the Costs and Economics 
Task Group meeting follows: 

The Costs and Economics Task Croup 
will hold its thirteenth meeting on 
Wednesday, December 14,1983, starting 
at 9:00 a.m., in the Poinsettia Room of 
the Stouffer's Greenway Plaza Hotel, Six 
East Creenway Plaza, Houston. Texas. 

The tentative agenda for the Costs 
and Economics Task Croup meeting 
follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Review progress of Task Croup 
study assignments. 

3. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment from the 
Secretary of Energy. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Costs and Economics 
Task Croup is empowered to conduct 
the meeting In a fashion that will, in his 
judgment, facilitate the orderly conduct 
of business. Any member of the public 
who wishes to file a written statement 
with the Costs and Economics Task 
Croup will be permitted to do so. either 
before or after the meeting. Members of 
the public who wish to make oral 
statements should inform G. J. Parker. 
Office of Oil, Gas. and Shale 
Technology, Fossil Energy, 301/353- 
3032, prior to the meeting and 
reasonable provision will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. 


Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
Freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room, Room IE-190. DOE Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington. D.C., between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Is*ued At Washington. D.C., on November 
25 . 1983 . 

Donald L Bauer, 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fossil Energy. 

{TO Doc &-3C344 Flint 12 ^-43 *43 «m| 
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National Petroleum Council, Miscible 
Displacement Task Group of the 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery; 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Miscible Displacement Task Group of 
the Committee on Enhanced Oil 
Recovery will meet in December 1983. 
The National Petroleum Council was 
established to provide advice, 
information, and recommendations to 
the Secretary of Energy on matters 
relating to oil and natural gas or the oil 
and natural gas industries. The 
Committee on Enhanced Oil Recovery 
will investigate the technical and 
economic aspects of increasing the 
Nation's petroleum production through 
enhanced oil recovery. Its analysis and 
findings will be based on information 
and data to be gathered by the various 
task groups. The time, location, and 
agenda of the Miscible Displacement 
Task Croup meeting follows: 

The Miscible Displacement Task 
Croup will hold its twelfth meeting on 
Wednesday and Thursday, December 7 
and 8.1983. starting at 9:00 a.m. each 
day. in Room 1603, Mobil Exploration 
and Production Services Inc.. 7200 North 
Stemmons Freeway. Dallas, Texas. 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Review progress of Task Croup 
study assignments. 

3. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment from tbe 
Secretary of Energy. 

The meeting is open to the public. The 
Chairman of the Miscible Displacement 
Task Group is empowered to conduct 
the meeting in a fashion that will, in his 
judgment, facilitate the orderly conduct 
of business. Any member of the public 
who wishes to file a written statement 
with the Miscible Displacement Task 
Croup will be permitted to do so. either 
before or after the meeting. Members of 
the public who wish to make oral 
statements should inform C. J. Parker. 
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Office of Oil, Gas and Shale 
Technology’, Fossil Energy. 301/353- 
3032, prior to the meeting and 
reasonable provision will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
Freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room, Room IE-190, DOE Forrestal 
Building. 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C. between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Insued at Washington. D.C. on November 
25.1983. 

Donald L Bauer. 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fossil Energy. 

[re Doc S3 - 12*42 FUed lJ-*-83L *45 «m| 
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National Petroleum Council, Thermal 
Task Group of the Committee on 
Enhanced Oil Recovery; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Thermal Task Group of the Committee 
on Enhanced Oil Recovery will meet in 
December 1983. The National Petroleum 
Council was established to provide 
advice, information, and 
recommendations to the Secretary of 
Energy on matters relating to oil and 
natural gas or the oil and natural gas 
industries. The Committee on Enhanced 
Oil Recovery will investigate the 
technical and economic aspects of 
increasing the Nation's petroleum 
production through enhanced oil 
recovery. Its analysis and findings will 
be based on information and data to be 
gathered by the various task groups. The 
lime, location, and agenda of the 
Thermal Task Group meeting follows: 

The Thermal Task Group will hold its 
tenth meeting on Tuesday, December 6, 
1983. starting at 8:30 a.m., in the 
Auditorium of the U.S. Department of 
Energy/National Institute for Petroleum 
and Energy Research. Virginia and 
Cudahy, Bartlesville, Oklahoma. 

The tentative agenda for the Thermal 
Task Group meeting follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman 
and Government Cochairman. 

2. Review progress of Task Group 
study assignments. 

3. Discuss any other matters pertinent 
to the overall assignment from the 
Secretary of Energy. 

The meeting is open to the public The 
Chairman of the Thermal Task Group is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his judgment, 
facilitate the orderly conduct of 
business. Any member of the public who 
wishes to file a written statement with 
the Thermal Task Group will be 


permitted to do so. either before or after 
the meeting. Members of the public who 
wish to make oral statements should 
inform G.). Parker. Office of Oil. Gas 
and Shale Technology, Fossil Energy, 
301/353-3032, prior to the meeting and 
reasonable provisions will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public review at the 
Freedom of Information Public Reading 
Room, Room IE-190, DOE Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington. D.C., between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Issued at Washington. D.C, on November 
25.1983. 

Donald L Bauer, 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fossil Energy. 

(Fit Doc ID-32543 Rfed ti+sa, 
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Uranium Hexafluoride; Separative 
Work Chargee, and Base Chargee for 
Natural Uranium 

The Department of Energy (DOE) 
hereby announces changes in the base 
charges for uranium in the form of 
uranimum hexafluoride (UF«). 
Accordingly, the notice entitled. 
"Uranium Hexafluoride: Separative 
Work Charges, and Base Charges for 
Natural Uranium," as published in the 
Federal Register on September 29,1977 
(42 FR 51636), as amended most recently 
by notice published on October 18.1982 
(47 FR 46368), is further amended by 
deleting paragraph 2 and inserting the 
following paragraph in lieu thereof: 

2. Base Charges for Natural Uranium. 

(a) The base charge for natural 
uranimum furnished on other than a 
Short-notice, one time basis, is $38.37 
per pound of contained Uj(\ in the form 
of concentrate and $105.95 per kg of 
contained uranium in the form of UP#. 

(b) The base charge for natural 
uranimum furnished on a short-notice, 
one-time basis, is $39.43 per pound of 
contained UiO» in the form of 
concentrate and $108.55 per kg of 
contained uranium in the form of UF* 

Effective Date: This notice is effective 
December 7.1983. 

Dated: November 22. 1983 
Shelby T. Brower, 

Assistant Secretary far Nuclear Energy. 

(re Ifec 83-33540 FUed 12-440 *45 «*| 
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Alaska Power Administration 

Order Confirming, Approving, and 
Placing Increased Power Rates In 
Effect for the Snettlsham Project on 
an Interim Basis 

agency: Alaska Power Administration. 

Department of Energy. 

action: Notice of power rate order. 

summary: On November 28,1983, the 
Acting Assistant Secretary for 
Conservation and Renewable Energy 
confirmed and approved, on an Interim 
basis. Rate Schedule SN-F-2 for 
wholesale firm power service from the 
Snettisham Project. Alaska, effective 
December 1,1983. The rate is subject to 
confirmation and approval by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
on a final basis. 

date: The effective date for the power 
rates on an interim basis is December 1. 
1933. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert J. Cross, Administrator. Alaska 
Power Administration. P.O. Box 50, 
Juneau, Alaska 99802, (907) 586-7405 
Fred A. Sheap, Office of Power 
Marketing Coordination. Department 
of Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW.. Washington, DC 20585. (202) 
252-1127 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By 

Delegation Order No. 0204-33, effective 
January 1,1979 (43 FR 60638, December 
28,1978), the Secretary of Energy’ 
delegated to the Assistant Secretary for 
Resource Applications the authority to 
confirm, approve, and place in effect 
power and transmission rates on an 
interim basis and delegated to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
the authority to confirm and approve 
such rates on a final basis. Due to a 
Department of Energy organizational 
realignment. Delegation Order No. 0204- 
33 was amended, effective March 19. 
1981 (46 FR 25426, May 7.1981), to 
transfer the authority of the Assistant 
Secretary for Resource Applications to 
the Assistant Secretary for Conservation 
and Renewable Energy. 

The attached Rate Order No. APA-5 
oppioves a new Snettisham Project 
Power Rate Schedule SN-F-2 on an 
interim basis, effective December 1, 

1983. for a period of 12 months unless 
such period is extended or until the 
FERC confirms and approves it on a 
final basi9. The order raises the rate 
from 15.0 mills per kWh to 25 mills per 
kWh. 

The rate to be placed in effect on an 
interim basis will be submitted promptly 
to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
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Commission for confirmation and 
approval on a final basis. 

Issued in Washington. DC November 28, 
1963. 

Pat Collins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary , Conservation and 
Renewable Energy. 

United Slates of America—Department of 
Energy Conservation and Renewable Energy 

In the Matter of Alaska Power 
Administration—Snettisham Project Power 
Rates; Rate Order No. APA-5. 

Order Confirming and Approving in Increase 
on Power Rotes on an Interim Basis 
November 26.1963. 

Pursuant to Section 302fa) of the 
Department of Energy Organization Act. Pub. 
L 95-01. the functions of the Secretary of the 
Interior under Section 201 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1962, Pub. L 87-874. 76 Stat. 
1173.1193. for the Snettisham Project were 
transferred to and vested in the Secretary of 
Energy. By Delegation Order No. 0204-33, 
effective January 1,1979 (43 PR 60636. 
December 26,1978). the Secretary of Energy 
Delegated to the Assistant Secretary for 
Resource Applications the authority to 
develop power and transmission rates, acting 
by and through the Administrator, and to 
confirm, approve, and place in effect such 
rates on an interim basis and delegated to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission the 
authority to confirm and approve on a final 
basis or to disapprove rates developed by the 
Assistant Secretary under the delegation. Due 
to a Department of Energy organizational 
realignment. Delegation Order No 0204-33 
was amended, effective March 19.1901 (48 FR 
25426. May 7.1961), to transfer the authority 
of the Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications to the Assistant Secretary for 
Conservation and Renewable Energy. This 
rate order Is issued pursuant to the delegation 
to the Assistant Secretary. 

Background 

Existing Rate 

The existing rate for the Snettisham Project 
was adopted by the Secretary of the Interior 
on December 1.1973, through Novem!>er 30, 
1978. This same rate was approved on a final 
basis by the Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications of the Department of Energy for 
a four-month period from December 1.1978, 
through March 31,1979. On March 9.1979, RA 
Rate Order No. APA-1 extended the rate on 
an interim basis for 12 months. The rate was 
extended on an interim basis for an 
additional 12 months on March 20,1960, by 
RA Rate Order No. APA-3. The rate was 
confirmed and approved on a final basis on 
December 2,1980, by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission in Docket No. EF79- 
1021 for the period April 1.1979. through 
November 3a 1983. 

Public Notice and Comment 

Notice of a meeting to present the rate 
proposal was printed in the Federal Register. 
VoL. 48. No. 160, on August 17. 1983. and in 
the local area newspaper on August 31.1983. 
On August 3a 1983. the Chief. Power 
Division, was interviewed by a local 


television station and discussed the agenda 
for the public meeting the rate proposal. On 
September 7.1963, a public meeting and was 
held in Room 117 of the Juneau Federal 
Building. 

The Administrator and Chief, Power 
Division, explained the legislative authority 
and background information about the 
project's construction and APA policies for 
power sales and wholesale power rates. 

Bar Charts were used to illustrate the 
project's energy supply. Juneau area power 
requirements, and project sales figures. 
Project rate and repayment requirements 
were explained. A question and answer 
session concluded the meeting. 

The Alaska Electric Light and Power 
Company proposed the use of seasonal rates. 
No other substantial issues were raised. 
There were no objections to the amount of 
the rate increase. 

Discussion 

Project Repayment 

The Snettisham Project was authorized by 
Section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 1962. 
Pub. L 87-874, 76 Stat 1173,1193, in 
accordance with the Army-Interior 
Agreement of March 14.1962. The project 
was constructed by the Corps of Engineers. 
Upon completion of construction, it was 
transferred to the Alaska Power 
Administration for operation and 
maintenance. Initial project construction was 
completed December 1.1973. However, 
because of serious transmission problems, 
full commercial production of power did not 
start until October 3a 1975. Construction of 
the Long Lake phase of the Snettisham 
Project ws completed In 197A 

Subsection 201(a) of the Water Resource 
Development Act of 197a Pub. L 94-587. 
provides that the costs of replacing and 
relocating the original Salisbury Ridge 
section of the 136-kilovolt transmission line 
shall be nonreimbursable. Subsection 201(b) 
of the Act further modifies the repayment 
provisions for the project by providing that 
the repayment period shall be sixty years, 
that the annual repayment for the first ten 
years shall rise from 0.1 per centum of the 
total principal amount to be repaid the first 
year to 1.0 per centum the tenth year, and 
that the subsequent annual repayments for 
the remaining fifty years shall be one-fiftieth 
of the remaining balance, including interest 
over the sixty-year period. 

The report of the Senate Committee on 
Public Works contains the following 
explanation of the purpose of Subsection 
201(b): 

'The purpose of this subsection is to 
provide temporary relief to Juneau power 
users by altering the repayment schedule and 
amounts. Lower payments during the first ten 
years of the proposed sixty-year repayment 
penod would be made possible by deferring 
the interest for this period. 

The total obligation (capital costs, plus 
interest) will still be met. as the interest 
deferred during the first ten years will be 
covered in the next fifty years. 

This temporary relief is necessary In view 
of the additional standby generating facilities 
which local interest had to install because of 
the numerous powet outages experienced 


since 1972." S. Report No. 94-1255. 94lh 
Cong.. 2d Seas. 124 (1976). 

The Juneau area has had a very active 
economy in recent years, generally related to 
job increases in the Government, services 
and industries sectors, a large volume of new 
residential and commercial building 
construction, and construction of new public 
facilites—buildings, sewage facilities, roads, 
etc. This activity hd9 been accompanied by 
increases In area population and electric 
power requirements. 

Snettisham has the capability of furnishing 
200,000.000 kWh of average energy from the 
Long Lake phase of the project The 
Snettisham units have a nameplate capacity 
of 47,180 kW for the existing Long Lake stage. 
The units are also capable of 15 percent 
continuous overload. The Juneau area has a 
high load factor and it is expected the area 
generation capacity will not be required for 
several more years. Alaska Electric Light ft 
Power has a capability of generating 48 
million kWh per year by 1984 from existing 
small hydroelectric plants and an additional 
amount will be required from dlescl-electric 
generators. 

As required by DOE Order RA 612a2. two 
repayment studies were made: a Current 
Repayment Study showing a continuation of 
the existing rate of 15.6 mills per kWh for the 
remainder of the repayment period and a 
Revised Repayment Study using a rate of 25 
mills per kWh for the remainder of the 
repayment period after December 1.1983. 

The Current Repayment Study shows that 
the existing 15.8 mills per kWh rate for 
energy will not provide sufficient revenues to 
achieve payout in the required 60-year 
repayment period. 

The increases in population and electric 
power requirements demonstrate that the 
economy can better support a rate increase 
and needs the full output of the plant’s 
capabilities at this time. The Revised Power 
Repayment Study demonstrates an increase 
of annual revenue of Si ,804.000 in 1985 by 
increasing the annual revenues of $3,001,200 
to S4.808,000 or 60 percent This will be 
sufficient to recover costs as required by the 
authorizing legislation and the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1976. The 
costs include operation and maintenance, 
wheeling, interest required amortization of 
the project and amortization of the interest 
which was deferred for the first nine years of 
the project 

The following tabulation lists the historical 
and estimated revenues from the sales of 
energy. FY 76 through FY 82 are the historical 
sales. Revenues prior to October 31.1975, 
were "revenues during construction," and 
reduced the unpaid Federal investment as of 
that date. Revenues for FY 83 through 
November 31,1983, are based on 15.0 mills 
per kWh. Beginning December 1,1963, 
throughout the rest of the study, the 
estimated revenues are based on 25 mills per 
kWh. 
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Seasonal Rates 

The Alaska Electric Light and Power 
Company (AEL&P) at the public hearing on 
September 7,1983, suggested that the use of 
seasonal rates, with rate higher in winter and 
lower in summer, be considered for 
Sncttitham power. On October 7. the 
company submitted a detailed analysis and a 
specific seasonal rate proposaL 

The Alaska Power Administration 
concluded that additional study would be 
required before it could implement such a 
seasonal rate and that in the meantime the 
cost of supplemental diesel power during the 
winter season added to the consumers' bills 
should provide an ample Incentive to 
conserve electricity. 

Additional Issues Considered 

In confirming and approving the previous 
rate for the Snettiaham Project on December 
2,1980, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) raised several issues 
which were to be addressed in the next rafo 
adjustment proposaL 

First, the FERC objected to the practice of 
“borrowing" capital from funds repaid to the 
Treasury. The Alaska Power Administration 
agreed that this is not an appropriate practice 
and has eliminated it from the repayment 
studies. 

Second, the FERC interpreted Section 
201(b) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1976, Pub. L. 94-587. as requiring 
straight-line amortization of the capital 
invested in the project. The Alaska Power 
Administration called to the attention of the 
FERC staff the language of Section 201(b) 
which reads: 

“Subsequent annual payments for the 
remaining 50 years of the 80-year repayment 
period shall be one-fiftieth of the balance 
remaining after the tenth annual repayment 
(including interests over such 60-year 
period).** 

The FERC staff agreed that the inclusion of 
interest in the equal annual repayment 
requirement mandated that the compound 
Interest method be used in the repayment 
studies. 

Third, the FERC also raised a concern over 
the proper interest rate to use for future 
replacements. In the repayment studies used 
in the preparation of this proposed rate, 
interest for future replacements was 
computed using the current interest rate of 
nine percent, in accordance with DOE Order 
RA 6120.2. 

Effective Date 

Although normally rate adjustment are 
placed into effect not sooner than 30 days 
following the date of the order, in this case 


the rate is being put into effect on December 
1,1983, in accordance with the original 
schedule, to avoid financial difficulties. The 
principal customer for Snettisham power, the 
Alaska Electric Light and Power Company, 
which buys more than 80 percent of 
Snettisham power, has already received 
approval for a retail rate adjustment from the 
Alaska Public Utilities Commission in 
anticipation that the rata adjustment will 
take effect on December 1,1983. These 
circumstances, and the apparent lack of 
opposition to the rate adjustment, make it 
reasonable to proceed on the original 
schedule. 

Environmental Impact 

The public hearings and other public 
outreach efforts raised no objections or 
controversial issues. Dearly, therefore, no 
significant impacts on the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1909 
(Pub. L 91-190, as amended by Pub. L 94-83) 
and implementing regulations would be 
caused by implementing the rate proposaL 

Availability of Information. 

Information regarding this rate adjustment, 
including studies comments, transcripts, and 
other supporting material, is available for 
public review in the offices of the Alaska 
Power Administration. Roam 825, Federal 
Building, 709 West Ninth Street, Juneau. 
Alaska 99802, and in the Office of the 
Director. Office of Power Marketing 
Coordination, Forrvstal Building. Room GB- 
104.1000 Independence Avenue. SW n 
Washington, DC 20585. 

Submission to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

The rate herein confirmed, approved, and 
placed in effect on an interim basis, together 
with supporting documents, will be submitted 
promptly to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission for confirmation and approval 
on a final basis. 

Order 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to 
the authority delegated to me by the 
Secretary of Energy. I hereby confirm and 
approve on an interim basis, effective 
December 1,1983, Rate Schedule SN-F-2. 

This rate shall remain in effect for a period of 
12 months unless extended or superseded or 
until the FERC confirms and approves it or a 
substituted rate on a (Inal basis. 

Issued in Washington. DC, this 28th day of 
November. 1983 
Pat Collins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary. Conservation and 
Renewable Energy. 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY— 
ALASKA POWER ADMINISTRATION 

Snettisham Project. Alaska 

Schedule of Rates for Wholesale Firm 
Power Service 

Effective: December 1,1983. 

Available: In the area served by the 
Snettisham Project. Alaska. 


Applicable: To wholesale power 
customers for general power service. 

Character of Service: Alternating 
current, sixty hertz, three-phase. 

Monthy Rato: 

Capacity Charge: None. 

Energy Charge: All energy at 25.0 mills 
per kilowatthour. 

Minimum Annual Capacity charge: 
None. 

Minimum Annual Energy Charge: As 
provided for under appropriate contract 
terms. 

pn Doc riled is-a-ax t*s «»] 
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Bonneville Power Administration 

Proposed Power System Changes To 
Implement the Water Budget; Finding 
of No Significant Impact 

agency: Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA), DOE. 

action: Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) on BPA*s proposal to 
participate in implementation of the 
Water Budget measure of tho Columbia 
River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program. 

summary: The Columbia River Basin 
Fish and Wildlife Program was adopted 
in November 1982 by the Pacific 
Northwest Electric Power and 
Conservation Planning Council. The 
Water Budget measure of the Program is 
Intended to meet the underlying need of 
improving the survival of juvenile 
salmon and steelhead migrating through 
reservoirs on the Columbia and Snake 
Rivers between April 15 and June 15 of 
each year. BPA hes prepared, circulated 
for review, and considered an 
Environmental Assessment [DOE/EA- 
0214) on its proposal to join with the 
Corps of Engineers (Corps) and the 
Bureau of Reclamation (Bureau) in the 
decision to implement the Water Budget 
as a firm power planning constraint on 
the coordinated Federal Columbia River 
Power System (EA, page 3). The Corps 
and the Bureau are in the process of 
preparing appropriate environmental 
documentation regarding their 
participation in implementing the Water 
BudgcL 

Reasons why power system changes 
are no! significant: 

(1) Implementation of the Water 
Budget creates a firm power planning 
constraint The only clearly identifiable 
impact of the proposal results if 
additional generating resources would 
have to be acquired to replace 
generation previously obtained from 
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flows which are now dedicated to fish. 
However, the region’s current energy 
surplus allows for derating the system 
without requiring the acquisition of 
additional resources (EA, page 41). 

NEPA analysis on any future acquisition 
of additional resources will take place 
at the time the acquisition is proposed. 

(2) Because BPA's action is a power 
planning function, BPA's treatment of 
the Water Budget as a firm power 
planning constraint results in no air. 
land, or water quality impacts at 
hydrogenerating projects within the 
region. Generating projects which are 
not on the mainstem Columbia River but 
are part of the Coordinated System will 
participate tiirough coordinated system 
planning only to the degree that 
individual project constraints will allow 
(EA, page 30). 

(3) The impact to power marketing is a 
reduction in firm energy availability of 
510 MW. and increased and reshaped 
secondary energy production. BPA will 
compensate for any lost revenue by 
increasing rates (EA, page 43). The 
effects of rate increases attributable to 
the Water Budget are primarily 
socioeconomic in nature; there are no 
definitive physical effects (EA, pages vii, 
44. and 49). 

Notification of intent to prepare this 
EA was published in the Foderal 
Register on February 17.1983, and was 
mailed to Federal. State, and local 
agencies and to affected and/or 
interested members of the public on 
February 24,1983. The EA, with a notice 
of preliminary FONSI [EA, page 49) was 
distributed for review on May 20,1983. 
The comment period for the EA and 
preliminary FONSI ended on June 24. 
1983. Copies of this finding will be 
distributed, along with responses to 
comments received, and errata to the 
EA, to those persons who received the 
EA. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Copies are also available upon request 
from the Environmental Manager. 
Bonneville Power Administration. P.O. 
Box 3621-SJ. Portland. Oregon 97208; 
telephone (503) 230-5136. 

Based on the information outlined 
above, the Department of Energy finds 
that the proposed action is not a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment, 
within the meaning of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq. Therefore, an 
environmental impact statement will not 
he prepared. 


Issued in Washington, D C, November 15, 

1963. 

William A. Vaughan, 

Assistant Secretary , Environmental 
Protection Safety. and Emergency 
Preparedness. 

(TO Doc m-JZSla Filed 12-44U Ltt *m\ 
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Economic Regulatory Administration 

Digheart Pips Une Corp.; Proposed 
Consent Order 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration. DOE. 

action: Notice of proposed consent 
order and opportunity for comment. 

summary: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) announces a proposed 
Consent Order with Bighcart Pipe Line 
Corporation and its affiliate. Bow Pipe 
Line Corporation and its affiliate, Bow 
Pipe Line Company and provides an 
opportunity for public comment on the 
terms and conditions of the proposed 
Consent Order. 

date: Comments by; January 6.1984. 

aooress: Send comments to; John W. 
Sturges. Director, Tulsa OfTice. 

Economic Regulatory Administration, 

440 S. Houston, Room 306. Tulsa, OK 
74127. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John W. Sturges, Director, Tulsa Office. 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 

440 South Houston, Room 306, Tulsa. 
Oklahoma 74127, (918) 581-7781. 

Copies of the Consent Order may be 
obtained free of charge by writing or 
calling this office. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

November 9,1983, the ERA executed a 
proposed Consent Order with Bighcart 
Pipe Line Corporation and its affiliate. 
Bow Pipe Line Company, of Tulsa. 
Oklahoma. Under 10 CFR 205.199](b), a 
proposed Consent Order which involves 
the sum of $500,000 or more, excluding 
interest and penalties, becomes effective 
no sooner than thirty days after 
publication of a notice in the Federal 
Register requesting comments 
concerning the proposed Consent Order. 
Although the ERA has signed and 
tentatively accepted the proposed 
Consent Order, the ERA may, after 
consideration of the comments it 
receives, withdraw its acceptance and, 
if appropriate, attempt to negotiate a 
modification of the Consent Order or 
issue the Consent Order as signed. 


I. The Consent Order 

Bigheart Pipe Line Corporation, with 
its home office located in Tulsa. 
Oklahoma, is a firm engaged in the 
resale of crude oil. and was subject to 
the Mandatory Petroleum Price and 
Allocation Regulations at 6 CFR. Parts 
130 and 15a 10 CFR Ports 210, 211, 212 
during the period covered by this 
Consent Order. To resolve certain 
potential civil Lability arising out of the 
Mandatory Petroleum Price and 
Allocation Regulations and related 
regulations. 8 CFR, Parts 130 and 15a 10 
CFR Parts 205, 210. 21L 212. in 
connection with Bigheart's transactions 
involving crude oil during the period 
November 1973 through January 27.1981 
("the period covered by this Consent 
Order"), the ERA and Bigheart entered 
into a Consent Order, the significant 
terms of which are as follows: 

A. During the period November 1973 
thorugh January 27,1981, Bigheart 
engaged in the resale of crude oil. 

B. DOE has alleged that during the 
period covered by the Consent Order. 
Bigheart improperly priced crude oil in 
violation of 6 CFR Part 150 and 10 CFR 
Part 212. Subpnrt F. 

C. The execution of this Consent 
Order constitutes neither an admission 
by Bigheart Pipe Line Corporation nor a 
finding by DOE of any violation by 
Bigheart Pipe Line Corporation of any 
statute or regulation administered by 
DOE. 

II. Refunds 

Under this Consent Order, Bigheart 
Pipe Line Corporation and its affiliate. 
Bow Pipe Line Company, will pay the 
sum of $5,750,000 to DOE for ultimate 
disposition in no more than thirteen 
semiannual installments plus 
installment interest commencing ten 
business days after the Consent Order 
has become effective. Upon full 
satisfaction of the terms and conditions 
of this Consent Order by Bighcart Pipe 
Line Corporation and its affiliate. Bow 
Pipe Line Company, the DOE releases 
Bigheart Pipe Line Corporation and Bow 
Pipe Line Company from any civil 
claims that the DOE may have arising 
out of the specified transactions during 
the period covered by this Consent 
Order. 

HI. Submission of Written Comments 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments concerning the 
terms and conditions of this Consent 
Order to the address given above. 
Comments should be identified on the 
outside of the envelope and on the 
documents submitted with the 
designation. "Comments on Bigheart 
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Consent Order,” The ERA will consider 
all comments it receives by 4:30 p.m., 
local time, on January 6,1984. Any 
information or data considered 
confidential by the person submitting it 
must be identified as such in accordance 
with the procedures in 10 CFR 205.9(f). 

Issued in Tulsa, Oklahoma on the 9th day 
of November. 1983. 

John W. St urges. 

Director. Tulsa Office , Economic Regulatory 
A dministration. 

I™ Doe 0-325)2 FlUd 12-S^O MS »mj 
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Petraco Valley Oil and Refining Co.; 
Proposed Consent Order 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 

action: Notice of Proposed Consent 
Order and Opportunit y for Comment. 

summary: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) announces a proposed 
Consent Order with Pctraco Valley Oil 
and Refining Company and provides an 
opportunity for public comment on the 
terms and conditions of the proposed 
Consent Order. 

DATE: Comments by: January 6,1984. 

address: Send comments to: Milton C. 
Lorenz, Special Counsel, Economic 
Regulatory Administration, Room SB- 
168, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20585. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

James N. Solit, Office of Special 
Counsel, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Room 5B-151.1000 
Independence Avenue. SW., 

Washington, D.C 20585. (202) 252-6500. 
Copies of the Consent Order may be 
obtained free of charge by writing or 
calling this office. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

October 25.1983 the ERA executed a 
proposed Consent Order with Petraco 
Valley Oil and Refining Company, of 
Houston. Texas. Under 10 CFR 
205.199J(b), a proposed Consent Order 
which involves the sum of $500,000 or 
more, excluding interest and penalties, 
becomes effective no sooner than thirty 
days after publication of a notice in the 
Federal Register requesting comments 
concerning the proposed Consent Order. 
Although the ERA has signed and 
tentatively accepted the proposed 
Consent Order, the ERA may. after 
consideration of the comments it 
receives, withdraw its acceptance and, 
if appropriate, attempt to negotiate a 
modification of the Consent Order or 
issue the Consent Order as signed. 


I. The Consent Order 

Petraco Valley Oil and Refining 
Company, with its home office located 
in Houston, Texas, is a firm engaged in 
(1) the processing of crude oil feedstock 
and manufactured refined petroleum 
products and (2) the crude oil reselling 
business and was subject to the 
Mandatory Petroleum Price and 
Allocation Regulations at 10 CFR Parts 
210, and 211, and 212 during the period 
covered by this Consent Order. To 
resolve certain potential civil liability 
arising out of the Mandatory Petroleum 
Allocation and Price Regulations and 
related regulations, 10 CFR Parts 205, 
210, 211, and 212, in connection with 
Petraco Valley Oil and Refining 
Company’s transactions involving crude 
oil during the period July 1 , 1979 through 
January 27.1981 (“the period covered by 
this Consent Order”), the ERA and 
Petraco Valley Oil and Refining 
Company entered into a Consent Order. 
DOE has alleged that during the period 
covered by this Consent Order, Petraco 
Valley Oil and Refining Company filed 
incorrectly reports required by DOE’S 
regulations, for determining the correct 
number of lower and upper tier barrels 
of crude oil receipts. The Consent Order 
also resolves potential civil liability 
arising out of crude oil resales by 
Petraco (USA), Inc., for failure to comply 
with the crude oil reselling pricing 
regulations. 

The execution of this Consent Order 
constitutes neither an admission by 
Petraco Valley Oil and Refining 
Company nor a finding by DOE of any 
violation by the company of any statute 
or regulation. 

The provisions of 10 CFR 205.199J. 
including those regarding the 
publication of this Notice, are applicable 
to the Consent Order. 

II. Refunds 

Under the terms of this Consent 
Order, Petraco Valley Oil and Refining 
Company will remit to DOE a total of 
$700,000 including interest in 14 monthly 
installments of $50,000 each. The first 
payment is due on or before the first day 
of January, 1984. The last monthly 
payment is due on or before February 1, 
1985. The remittances shall be by 
electronic funds transfer in the proper 
amounts made payable to the United 
States Department of Energy. 

Compliance by Petraco Valley Oil and 
Refining Company with the terms and 
conditions of this Consent Order will be 
deemed to constitute full civil 
compliance by Petraco Valley Oil and 
Refining Company with all statutes and 
regulations administered by DOE during 


the period covered by this Consent 
Order. 

III. Submission of Written Comments 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments concerning the 
terms and conditions of this Consent 
Order to the address given above. 
Comments should be identified on the 
outside of the envelope and on the 
documents submitted with designation. 
“Comments on Petraco Valley Oil and 
Refining Company.” The ERA will 
consider all comments it receives by 
4:30 p.m.. local time, on January 6 , 1984. 
Any information or data considered 
confidential by the person submitting it 
must be identified as such in accordance 
with the procedures in 10 CFR 205.9(f). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on the 17th day 
of November 1983. 

Milton C. Lorenz, 

Special CounselEconomic Regulatory 
Administration. 

|Hl Doc 8S-J2U1 Filed B 45 «m| 
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I Docket No. ERA-FC-83-023; FC Case No. 
50782-9093-01,02-11 ] 

Order Granting to Detroit Edison 
Company an Exemption From the 
Prohibitions of the Powerplant and 
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration. Department of Energy. 
action: Order granting to Detroit Edison 
Company an exemption from the 
prohibitions of the Powerplant and 
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978. 

summary: The Economic Regutatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) hereby gives notice 
that it has granted a temporary public 
interest exemption from the prohibitions 
of Title II of the Powerplant and 
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 (42 
U.S.C. 8301 et seq .) (FUA or “the Act”) 
to the Detroit Edison Company (Detroit 
Edison). The temporary exemption 
permits the use of petroleum as the 
primary energy source in two oil-fired 
auxiliary boilers to be used from 
October 1983 to December 1984 to 
provide start-up functions and testing 
during the construction of a coal-fired 
electric powerplant at Detroit Edison’s 
Belle River Power Plant, near St Clair, 
Michigan. The final exemption order 
and detailed information on the 
proceeding is provided in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
below. 

dates: The order shall take effect on 
December 5.1983 (section 702(a), FUA). 
The temporary exemption granted in the 
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order shall extend from October 1983 
through December 1984. 

The public Die containing a copy of 
the order, other documents and 
supporting materials on this proceeding 
is available for inspection upon request 
at: Department of Energy Freedom of 
Information Reading Room, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., Room 1E- 
190, Washington, D.C. 20585, Monday 
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., 
except Federal holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ellen Russell. Office of Fuels Programs, 
Economic Regulatory Administration, 
Forrestal Building. Room GA-033, 

1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C 20565, Phone (202) 
252-1310 

Marya Rowan, Office of General 
Counsel. Department of Energy, 
Forrestal Building, Room 6B-235,1000 
Independence Avenue, SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20585, Phone (202) 
252-2967. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

September 19.1983, Detroit Edison 
petitioned ERA under section 211(c) of 
FUA and 10 CFR 5 503 25 for a 
temporary public interest exemption to 
permit the use of petroleum as the 
primary energy source in two 175 MM/ 
Btu/hr. oil-fired auxiliary boilers to be 
used to provide steam for the testing 
and start-up functions during the 
construction of the main coal-fired units 
at the Belle River Power Plant. The 
temporary exemption which ERA ha9 
granted extends from October 1983 to 
December 1984. Following the expiration 
thereof, e permanent exemption will not 
be required as the auxiliary boilers will 
perform support functions for the main 
powerplant which are not prohibited by 
FUA. 1 

Basis for Temporary Exemption Order 

The temporary exemption order is 
based upon evidence in the record 
including Detroit Edison's certification 
to ERA. in accordance with 10 CFR 
S 503.25(c), that the use of oil in the two 
auxiliary boilers is required during the 
construction of the Belle River coal-fired 
electric powerplant (an altcmate-fuel- 
fired facility), and that the units will be 
operated on oil as their primary energy 
source only during the construction 
period of such unit 


1 See: Definition of primary energy source in 10 
CFR | 500-2. During the operation of the coal-fired 
powerplant. oil consumption of the auxiliary units 
when performing ignition, start-up. flame 
etabilixation. testing and other control functions will 
not exceed twenty-five percent (25%) of the total 
anntisl Dtu heat input of the auxiliary units and the 
Hcctric powerplant. Such use will therefore, not be 
prohibited by FUA. See also. Aitocwied Electric 
CctcperQtive. et al. Interpretation 19BO-42 (45 FR 
82572, December 15. I960). 


Procedural Requirements 

In accordance with the procedural 
requirements of section 701(c) of FUA 
and 10 CFR { 501.3(b), ERA published its 
Notice of Acceptance of the Petition and 
Availability of Certification in the 
Federal Register on October 7,1983 (48 
FR 45831). commencing a 45-day public 
comment period. 

A copy of the petition was provided to 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
for comments as required by section 
701(f) of the Act. During the comment 
period, interested persons were also 
afforded an opportunity to request a 
public hoaring. The comment period 
closed on November 21,1983; no 
comments were received and no hearing 
was requested. 

NEPA Compliance 

Under section 763 of FUA. the grant of 
a temporary exemption to a major fuel 
burning installation is not deemed to be 
a major Federal action for purposes of 
section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1989. 

Order Granting Temporary Public 
Interest Exemption 

Based upon the entire record of this 
proceeding, ERA has determined that 
Detroit Edison has satisfied the 
eligibility requirements for the requested 
temporary exemption, as set forth in 10 
CFR i 503.25. Therefore, pursuant to 
section 211(c) of FUA, ERA hereby 
grants a temporary public interest 
exemption to Detroit Edison to permit 
the use of petroleum as the primary 
energy source for its two auxiliary 
boilers at the Belle River Power Plant, 
near St. Clair. Michigan, from October 
1983 through December 1984, in 
conjunction with the construction of an 
alternate fuel-fired powerplant at that 
site. 

Pursuant to section 702(c) of the Act 
and 10 CFR S 501.89, any person 
aggrieved by this order may petition for 
judicial review thereof at any time 
before the 60th day following the 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

Issued in Washington. D C. on November 
22 . 1983 . 

Robert L Davies, 

Director. Coal & Electricity Division. Office of 
Fuels Programs. Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR Doc. S3-32M9 Piled 12-6-4& *45 on) 
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Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

(Docket No. CP84-68-000] 

Bayou interstate Pipeline Corp.; 
Application 

December 1,1083. 

Take notice that on November 14. 

1983, Bayou Interstate Pipeline 
Corporation (Applicant), 3000 Fidelity 
Union Tower. Dallas. Texas 75201, filed 
in Docket No. CP84-08-OOO an 
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the acquisition of facilities 
and services of West Lake Arthur 
Corporation (West Lake Arthur) which 
were authorized in Docket Nos, CP80- 
225-000. CP81-115-000 and CP82-525- 
000, with such succession to become 
effective upon acceptance of the 
certificate by Applicant, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant states that it has entered 
into a Purchase Agreement with We9t 
Lake Arthur dated November 1,1983, 
whereby Applicant has indicated its 
intention to purchase substantially all of 
the assets of West Lake Arthur by 
December 30,1983. The assets proposed 
to be acquired from West Lake Arthur 
include West Lake Arthur’s 
transmission system, which consist of a 
natural gas pipeline of approximately 1.8 
miles of 0-inch outside diameter pipe in 
Jefferson Davis Parish. Louisiana: a 
natural gas pipeline approximately 3.3 
miles ot 12y*-inch outside diameter pipe 
connected to Amoco's platform located 
in the southeast corner of West 
Cameron Block 294 and extending to 
Tidal Transmission Company's (Tidal) 
pipeline in the vicinity of the northwest 
corner of West Cameron Block 294; ail 
of West Lake Arthur's metering, 
compression, dehydration, and treating 
facilities and rights of way; the gas 
purchase, sales, transportation, and 
other agreements identified in the 
Purchase Agreement, including any and 
all rights occuring thereunder. Applicant 
indicates that it has agreed to pay West 
Lake Arthur $3,000,000 for these assets 
at closing and has agreed to assume all 
the rights and obligations of West Lake 
Arthur under West Lake Arthur's 
existing certificates, including the 
obligation to continue to serve Cajun 
Natural Gas Company (Cajun), 1 a local 


1 Applicant states that Cajun has entered into a 
purchase agreement with louisiana Industrial Cas 
Supply Corporation (UGS) whereby UCS agreed to 
purchase the assets of ca|un by December 30.1983. 
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distribution company. Applicant states 
that it intends to obtain financing 
through equal contributions from its 
ultimate beneficial owners. Texas Oil ft 
Gas Corporation and MidCon 
Corporation. It is indicated that there 
would be no construction of facilities as 
part of tills acquisition. 

It is indicated that West Lake Arthur 
has filed a companion application in 
Docket No. CP84-73-00G. seeking 
authorization for abandonment of its 
certificated facilities and services. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
corporate acquisition would not occur 
unless all necessary regulatory 
approvals are obtained by December 3a 
1983. with an absolute cut-off date for 
all approvals of February 29.1984. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before 
December 19,1983, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to 
intervene or a protest In accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
ond the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised it will be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at ihe hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

P'S Doc 12-6-ex lUfi am] 

BILLING cooc 


I Docket Nos. RP79-23-015 and RP79-24- 
009) 

Distrigas of Massachusetts Corp.; 
Filing 

December 1 . 1903 . 

Take notice that on November 25, 
1983, Distrigas of Massachusetts 
Corporation (DOMAC) tendered for 
filing revised tariff sheets and revised 
rates. 

The Commission issued Opinion No. 
178 and Opinion No. 178-A on June 23, 
1983 and August 22.1983. respectively, 
in Docket Nos. RP79-23-000 and RP79- 
24-000. On September 6 and 9.1983, 
DOMAC filed revised tarifT sheets and 
revised rates effective July 5.1979 
through August 1,1981 (locked-in 
period). On September 19.1983, Boston 
Gas Company (Boston Gas) filed a 
protest to the revised tariff sheets and 
on September 23.1983, DOMAC and 
Distrigas Bled an answer. On September 
30,1983, DOMAC made an ’interim” 
refund based on the filed revised rates 
and on October 18.1983, DOMAC filed a 
refund report reflecting the calculation 
of the ’interim” refund. 

On November 3,1983. the Commission 
issued its ’’Order Rejecting Filing” in 
Docket Nos. RP79-23-000 and RP79-24- 
000. The Commission rejected the 
revised tariff filings made by DOMAC 
and Distrigas for non-compliance with 
Opinion Nos, 178 and 178-A and. 
pursuant to Ordering Paragraph (B): 

(B) DOMAC and Distrigas shall file, in 
accordance with the Commission’s 
regulations, revised tariff sheets 
containing the just and reasonable rote 
design established by Opinion Nos. 178 
and 178-A. for the locked-in period as 
discussed in the body of this order, 
together with supporting data, within 30 
day s of the issuance of this order. 
DOMAC and Distrigas file herewith 
copies of revised tariff sheets and 
revised rates in compliance with 
Ordering Paragraph (B). 

The following are revised tariff sheets 
to DOMAC’s FERC Gas Tariff. First 
Revised Volume No. 1: 

Second Substitute Fourth Revised Sheet 
No. 17 

Second Substitute Third Revised Sheet 
No. 18 

Substitute Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 
3A 

Substitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 3A 


Substitute Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 

3A 

Substitute Tenth Revised Sheet No. 3A 
Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet No. 

3A 

Second Substitute Sixth Revised Sheet 

No. 3A 

DOMAC states that the supporting data 
reflecting the calculation of the revised 
rates reflected on these tariff sheets is 
attached. 

DOMAC states that Schedule A 
reflects the calculation of the revised 
TS-1 rotes reflected on Sheet Nos. 17 
and 18. Pursuant to the language of the 
Commission Order dated November 3, 
1983. ”Refunds should be calculated and 
rates designed for the locked-in period 
(Docket No. RP79-23, et aI. ) reflecting 
the rate design approved by Opinion 
Nos. 178 and 178-A and should yield 
revenues equal to those that would 
result from the initial certificate rates.” 
Schedule A reflects the design of rates 
pursuant to this language. In addition, 
the calculation of the rates which would 
result from Opinion Nos. 178 and 178-A 
if there were no refund floor is shown on 
Schedule A. The lower rates which 
would have resulted absent a refund 
floor are also noted on the revised tariff 
sheets. 

DOMAC further states that Schedule 
B reflects the supporting date for 
changes to DOMAC’s Sheet No. 3A 
showing the removal of demurrage cost 
from the Purchased LNG Cost 
Adjustment pursuant to Opinion Nos. 

178 and 178-A. 

The following are revised tariff sheets 
to Distrigas Corporation’s FERC Gas 
Tariff, First Revised Volume No. 1: 
Substitute Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 

1 

Substitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 1 
Substitute Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 1 
Substitute Tenth Revised Sheet No. 1 
Substitute Seventh Revised Sheet No. 1 
Substitute Sixth Revised Sheet No. 1 
DOMAC states that Schedule C reflects 
the supporting data for changes to 
Distrigas’ Sheet No. 1 showing the 
removal of demurrage cost from the 
Purchased LNG Cost Adjustment 
pursuant to Opinion Nos. 178 and 178-A. 

A Petition for Review of Opinion Nos. 
178 and 178-A has been filed with the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
First CircuiL In the event the Court 
reaches a decision which requires 
modification of these tariff sheets or 
these rates, DOMAC will make an 
appropriate filing in compliance with the 
Court’s order. 

Copies of the filing are being mailed to 
each of the DOMAC* customers and 
interested state commissions. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). All such petitions or protests 
should be Hied on or before December 9, 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determing the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this Tiling are on Tile 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F, Plumb, 

Secretary. 

f FR Doc tt- 3Filed 12~*43. 9.4ft am) 

BILUNG COOC §717-01-91 


(Docket No. CP84-67-000) 

Pelican Interstate Gas Corp^ 
Application 

December 1,1983. 

Take notice that on November 14, 

1983. Pelican Interstate Gas Corporation 
(Applicant), 3000 Fidelity Union Tower. 
Dallas, Texas 75201. filed in Docket No. 
CP84-07-000 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the acquisition of 
facilities and services of Tidal 
Transmission Company (Tidal) which 
were authorized In Docket No. CP68- 
323, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that the purpose of 
this application is to obtain the 
necessary authorization enabling 
Applicant to succeed to the rights and 
obligations of Tidal under a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
issued September 4,1968, in Docket No. 
CPG8-323. with such succession to 
become effective upon the acceptance of 
the requested certificate by Applicant. 

Applicant states that it has entered 
into a Purchase Agreement with Tidal 
dated November 1,1983, whereby 
Applicant has agreed to purchase 
substantially all of the assets of Tidal by 
December 30,1983. The assets proposed 
to be acquired from Tidal include 
approximately 85 miles of 18-inch O.D. 
and smaller pipeline (with appurtenant 
facilities and rights of ways) extending 
from a western terminus in the Gulf of 
Mexico, offshore Texas, in High Island 
Block 129 to an eastern terminus in the 


Gulf of Mexico, offshore Louisiana, in 
West Cameron Block 229 to an onshore 
terminus at Mobil's Cameron Meadows 
processing plant in Cameron Parish. 
Louisiana; the gas purchase, sales, 
transportation, and other agreements 
identified in the Purchase Agreement, 
including any and all rights accruing 
thereunder. Applicant indicates that it 
has agreed to pay Tidal $19,000,000 for 
these assets at closing, and has agreed 
to assume all the rights and obligations 
of Tidal under Tidal’s existing 
certificate. Applicant states that it 
intends to obtain financing through 
equal contributions from its ultimate 
beneficial owners, Texas Oil & Gas 
Corporation and MidCon Corporation. 

it is indicated that Tidal has Bled a 
companion application in Docket No. 
CP84-74-000, seeking authorization for 
abandonment of its certiBcated facilities 
and service. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
corporate acquisition will not occur 
unless all necessary regulatory 
approvals are obtained by December 30. 
1933, with an absolute cut-off date for 
all approvals of February 29,1984. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before 
December 19,1983, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C 20426, a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
Bled with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
mutter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity, if a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 


required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kimnsth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 8302520 Filed U-B-tX B4A «m| 

BILLING COOC €717-01-41 


l Docket No. CPS4-74-000) 

Tidal Transmission Co.; Application 

December 1,1983. 

Take notice that on November 15, 

1983, Tidal Transmission Company 
(Applicant). 1200 Milam, Suite 3300, 
Houston. Texas 77002. filed In Docket 
No. CP84-74-000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act (NGA) for permission and 
approval to abandon the facilities and 
service authorized in Docket CP68-323. 
all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes the subject 
abandonment so that Pelican Interstate 
Gas Corporation (Pelican) can succeed 
to Applicant's authorizations, rights, and 
obligation (Pelican) can succeed to 
Applicant's authorizations, rights, and 
obligations. Applicant states that it has 
entered into a Purchase Agreement with 
Pelican dated November 1,1983, in 
which Pelican would pay Applicant, 
upon closing, $19,000,000 for the 
acquisition of all of Applicant's 
transmission systems, which include 
approximately 85 miles of 16-inch O.D. 
and smaller pipeline extending from a 
western terminus in the Gulf of Mexico, 
offshore Texas, in High Island Block 129 
to on eastern terminus in the Gulf of 
Mexico, offshore Louisiana, in West 
Cameron Block 229 to an onshore 
terminus at Mobil's Cameron Meadows 
processing plant in Cameron Parish. 
Louisiana; the metering, compression, 
dehydration, and treating facilities; 
rights of way; and the gas purchase, 
sales, transportation, and other 
agreements identified in the Purchases 
Agreement, including any and all rights 
accruing thereunder. Applicant states 
that Pelican proposes to purchase 
substantially all of the assets of 
Applicant by December 30.1983, with no 
extensions permitted past February 29, 

1984. It is indicated that a companion 
application to succeed to Applicant's 
interests has been filed by Pelican in 
Docket No. CP84-67-000. Applicant 
slates that Pelican would assume all of 
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the obligations, and perform ail of the 
duties of Applicant under the existing 
certificate issued in Docket No. CP68- 
323, effective upon the date the 
successor certificates sough! by Pelican 
In Docket No. CP84-87-000 and its 
affiliate. Bayou Interstate Pipeline 
Corporation (Bayou) in Docket No. 
CP84-68-000 are accepted. Applicant 
indicates that no construction would be 
involved in the acquisition. 

It is explained that Applicant had 
previously filed an application for 
abandonment authorisation in Docket 
No. CP83-127-000 in conjuction with a 
successor application filed by United 
States Natural Gas Corporation (U.S. 
Natural) in Docket No. CP83-116-000, 
Applicant further explains that West 
Lake Arthur Corporation (West Lake 
Arthur) filed an abandonment 
application in Docket No. CP83-128-000 
in conjunction with a successor 
application filed by U.S. Natural as 
noted above. U.S. Natural also filed in 
Docket No. CP84-37-000, an application 
under Section 7(c) of the NGA for a sale 
of natural gas to Golden Triangle Gas « 
Distribution Company. Applicant states, 
that upon the date of acceptance of 
successor certificates applied for by 
Bayou and Pelican, all parties have 
agreed that the application in Docket 
No. CPB3-127-000 would be deemed 
withdrawn on such date. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
corporate acquisitions would not occur 
until all necessary state and federal 
regulatory approvals have been 
obtained. It is indicated by Applicant 
that the contractual cut-off date for 
approvals is December 3a 1983, with no 
extensions permitted after February 29. 
1984. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before 
December 19.1983. file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C 20426. a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 


Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the NGA and the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and 
approval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a motion for leave to 
intervene is timely filed or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that hearing is required, further notice of 
such bearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Knmuth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Doc to-3T3n FiW 1Z-e~U M3 *m| 
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I Docket No. CPS4-73-000J 

West Lake Arthur Corp.; Application 

Decemtier 1,1983. 

Take notice that on November IS. 
1983, West Lake Arthur Corporation 
(Applicant). 1200 Milam, Suite 3300, 
Houston. Texas 77002, filed in Docket 
No. CP83-73-000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act (NGA) for permission and 
approval to abandon the facilities and 
services authorized in Docket Nos. 
CP82-525-00Q, CP81-115-000. and CP80- 
225-000, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes the subject 
abandonment so that Bayou Interstate 
Pipeline Corporation (Bayou) can 
succeed to Applicant's authorizations, 
rights, and obligations thereunder in the 
above dockets. Applicant states that it 
has entered Into a Purchase Agreement 
with Bayou, dated November 1.1983, in 
which Bayou would pay Applicant, upon 
closing. $3,000,000 for the acquisition of 
all of Applicant's transmission facilities, 
whether in service or under 
construction, which include a natural 
gas pipeline of approximately 1.8 miles 
of 8" outside diameter pipe in Jefferson 
Davis Parish, Louisiana; a natural gas 
pipeline approximately 03 miles of 
12% M outside diameter pipe connected 
to Amoco's platform located in the 
southwest comer of West Cameron 
Block 294 and extending to Tidal 
Transmission Company's (Tidal) 
pipeline in the vicinity of the northwest 


comer of West Cameron Block 294; 
metering, compression, dehydration, and 
treating facilities; rights of way; gas 
purchase, sales, transportation, and 
other agreements identified in the 
Purchase Agreement including any and 
all rights accruing thereunder. Applicant 
states that Bayou proposes to purchase 
substantially all of the assets of 
Applicant by December 30.1983. with no 
extensions permitted past February 29, 
1964. It is indicated that a companion 
application for authorization to succeed 
to Applicant's interests has been filed 
concurrently herewith by Bavou in 
Docket No. CP84-68-4XK). Applicant 
states that Bayou would assume all of 
the obligations and perform all of the 
duties of Applicant authorized by the 
existing certificates issued in Docket 
Nos. CP80-225-000, CP81-115-OOa and 
CP82-525.000. effective upon the date 
the successor certificates sought by 
Bayou in Docket No. CP84-68-000 and 
its affiliate, Pelican Interstate Gas 
Corporation (Pelican) in Docket No. 
CP84-67-000 are accepted. Applicant 
indicates that no construction would be 
involved in the acquisition. 

It is explained that Applicant had 
previously filed an application for 
abandon m ent authorization in Docket 
No. CP83-128-000 in conjunction with a 
successor application filed by United 
Stales Natural Gas Corporation (U.S. 
Natural) in Docket No. CP83-116-000. 
Applicant further explains that Tidal 
Bled an abandonment application In 
Docket No. CP83-127-000 in conjunction 
with a successsor application filed by 
U.S. Natural as noted above. U.S. 

Natural also filed in Docket No. CP84- 
37-000 an application under Section 7(c) 
of the NGA for authorization for a sale 
of natural gas to Golden Triangle Gas 
Distribution Company. Applicant states, 
that upon the date of acceptance of 
successor certificates applied for by 
Baypu and Pelican, all parties have 
agreed that the filings in Docket Nos. 
CP83-1 28-000, CP83-116-OOa CP83- 
127.000 and CP84-37-000 would be 
deemed withdrawn on such date. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
corporate acquisitions would not occur 
until all necessary state and federal 
regulatory approvals have been 
obtained. It is indicated by Applicant 
that the contractual cut-off date for 
approvals is December 30,1983, with no 
extensions permitted after February 29, 
1984. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
moke any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before 
December 19,1983, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C 20428. a motion to 











Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 236 / Wednesday. December 7. 1983 / Notices 


54871 


intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
apporpriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in the subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the NGA and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required therein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and 
approval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by ihe public convenience 
and necessity. If a motion for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|>1t Doc WWd |»m #46 cm) 

B&UWG COOf 


I Docket No. QF84-27-0001 

Union Camp Corp^ Application for 
Commission Certification of Qualifying 
Status of a Cor.generation Facility 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 83-30250 appearing on 
page 51519 in the issue of Wednesday. 
November 9.1983. the Docket No. 
should have read as set forth above. 

•41UNQ COOC 1505-01-41 


(Docket Nos. ER80-71-000, et al ) 

Central Illinois Public Service 
Company; Refund Report 

December 2.1383. 

Take notice that on November 14. 
1983. Central Illinois Public Service 
Company (“Central Illinois") submitted 


for filing its Refund Report in 
compliance with a Commission Letter 
Order dated October 4.1983. 

Central Illinois states that the refund 
amounts were calculated using the 
revenue requirement approved by the 
Commission in Opinion Nos. 142 and 
142-A, respectively, and class billing 
units based on customer ratcheted 
demands. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street 
NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, on or 
before December 19.1983. Comments 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing arc on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

Doc 0-42&8B IS-#-#* #46 ana) 

BILLING COOC §717-01>M 


(Docket No. ER84-111-000] 

Delmarva Power 8 Light Company; 
Filing 

December 2 1983, 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on November 23. 

1983, Detraarva Power & Light Company 
(Delmarva) tendered for filing a revised 
Transmission Service Agreement 
between Conowingo Power Company 
and Delmarva. 

Delmarva states that the reason for 
the revised Agreement is to compensate 
Delmarva for the increased costs of 
providing transmission service to 
Conowingo. 

Delmarva requests an effective date of 
fanuary 1.1984. and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission’s notice 
requirements. 

Copies of this filing was served on 
Conowingo Power Company and its 
parent. Philadelphia Electric Company, 
the Delaware Public Service 
Commission and the Maryland Public 
Service Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington. 
D.C. 20428. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before December 
16,1983. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 


not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
Intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretory. 

|FR Doc U-J3JW r*Ud #4ft mm\ 

BllLMO COOC §717-41-If 


(Docket No. ER 84-109-0001 

El Paso Electric Company; Filing 

December 2 1383 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on November 22. 

1983, El Paso Electric Company (El Paso) 
tendered for filing, as an initial rate 
filing, and "Interchange Agreement 
between El Paso and the City of 
Farmington," dated October 0.1981, 
(Agreement). El Paso states that this 
Agreement provides a basis for the 
exchange of energy between parties on 
a returnable basis and on an economy 
basis. The Agreement also provides for 
emergency assistance. 

El Paso requests an effective date of 
November 1,1983. and therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission’s 
notice requirements. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, the New Mexico Public Service 
Commission, and the City of 
Farmington. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NE.. Washington. 
D.C. 20426 in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
386.214). All suedi motions or protests 
should be filed on or before December 
15.1983. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 89-32M6 FOm1 12 #-40; 4 45 »ra| 

BILLING COOt «7l7-OV4t 
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lOocket No. ER84-18-000) 

Montana Power Company; Revised 
Filing 

December 2 . 1983 . 

Take notice that on November 21, 

1983, Montana Power Company, 
(“Montana'*) submitted for filing a 
revised Index of Purchasers, identified 
as Fifth Revised Sheets Nos. 9 and 10 
tinder FERC Electric Tariff, 2nd Revised 
Volume No. 1. which has been revised to 
show the addition of Plains Electric G A 
T Cooperative, Inc., and Pacific Power 
and Light Company. 

Montana requests that the Fifth 
Revised Sheets Nos. 9 and 10 be 
substituted for the Fifth Revised Seheets 
Nos. 9 and 10 which were submitted for 
filing on October 8,1983. 

Montana further requests an effective 
dote of March 1.1983, and, therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission's 
notice requirements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before December 
22,1983. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

JKR Doc avttfiw Fifed lUHtt: IMS am) 

SILLING COOC *717-0101 


(Docket Nos. RP80-135-031, etat ) 

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation, 
et al.; Filing of Pipeline Refund Reports 
and Refund Plans 

December Z 1983. 

Take notice that the pipelines listed in 
the Appendix hereto have submitted to 
the Commission for filing proposed 
refund reports or refund plans. The date 
of filing, docket number, and type of 
filing are also shown on the Appendix. 

Any person wishing to do so may 
submit comments in writing concerning 
the subject refund reports and plans. All 
such comments should be filed with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street. NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426. on or before 


December 14,1983. Copies of the 
respective filings are on file with the 
Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretory. 

Appendix 



Comply 

Dock*! No 

IBS 

B'23/63 

Natonal Fu*1 G*» Sc***? 
Corp 

RP60-135- 

031 

PfeOO 

10/17/ 

89 

M*M.ou*t«#na G«S Co __ 

RP73-43-012 

FfepO 

11/4/63 

Consofefefed Gas Supply 
Corp 

RP61 -66006 

Rapa 

11/4/83 

North Pan* Gat Co 

RP82-132- 

002 

R*po< 

11/14/ 

*3 

Columbia Gas 

Transrrwmn C<Xp 

RP73-66-G26 

Rapa 

11/14/ 

*3 

MdNMtwn Gas 
Tra*tma*on Co 

RP0O-23-O16 1 

Rapa 

11/14/ 

Mtdwesfem Gas 

CP62-307- 

Rapa 

*3 

Trantrrtsaon Co 

003 


11/73/ 

63 

Wasfern Gas lofersUfe 

Co 

RP02-65-003 

Rapa 

11/23/ 

63 

Art^raas loufetans Gas 

Co 

RP60-91-006 

Rapa 

11/25/ 

Ntaonti Full Gas SuppN 

RPB0-13S- 

Rspa 

*3 

Corp 

03S 



(FR Doc *1-32000 Fifed 12-6-89. *44 n«i) 

BILLING COO€ *717-01-61 


(Docket No. ER84-110-000) 

Pacific Power & Light Company; Filing 

December 2,1983 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on November 22, 
1963, Pacific Power ft Light Company 
(PPftL) tendered for filing, Revised 
Appendix 1 for the State of Oregon. The 
revised Appendix 1 calculates an 
average system cost for the state of 
Oregon applicable to the exchange of 
power between Bonneville Power 
Administration (Bonneville) and Pacific. 

As a result of Bonneville's review, the 
adjustments to the ASC arc as follows: 


JurtMftcto* 

Fifed rtfe 

Adfutttd tala 

Ortgon 

3261 M4fe/kWh _ 

32 31 6M»« swn 



PP&L requests an effective date of 
April 27,1983. and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements. 

Copies of this filing have been served 
upon Bonneville, the Oregon Public 
Utility Commissioner and Bonneville's 
Direct Service Industrial Customers. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington. 
D.C. 20426. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 


Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before December 
15.1983. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc * 2.22001 Fifed 12 - 0-63 *45 »m| 

BILLING COOC *717-01-11 


I Docket No. ER81-141-000] 

Potomac Edison Company: Refund 
Report 

December 2.1983. 

Take notice that on November 7.1983. 
Potomac Edison Company (“Potomac ”) 
submitted for filing its Refund Report 
pursuant to a Commission Letter Order 
dated September 29.1983. 

Potomac states that the refunds went 
to the City of Hagerstown and the Town 
of Thurmont. Maryland. Potomac further 
states that refunds were paid to 
I lagerstown and Thurmont in October. 
However, no refund was paid to the 
Town of Williamsport because a debit 
was shown on its October, 1983, bill. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426, on or 
before December 19,1983. Comments 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

(FR Doc 6S-32MU Fifed 12-6-K1. *43 am) 

BILLING COOC *717-01-61 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 

Applications for Exceptions; Cases 
Filed; Week of October 31 Through 
November 4, 1983 

During the Week of October 31 
through November 4,1983. the appeals 
and applications for other relief listed in 
the Appendix to this Notice were filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals 
of the Department of Energy. A 
submission inadvertently omitted for an 
earlier list has also been included. 
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Under DOE procedural regulations, 10 
CFR Part 205. any person who will be 
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in 
these cases may file written comments 
on the application within ten days of 
service of notice, as prescribed in the 


procedural regulations. For purposes of 
the regulations, the date of service of 
notice is deemed to be the date of 
publication of this Notice or the date of 
receipt by an aggrieved person of actual 
notice, whichever occurs first. All such 


comments shall be filed with the Office 
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
Energy*, Washington, D C 20585. 

Dated: November 18,1962. 

George B. Breznay. 

Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 


Ust of Cases Received sv the Office of Hearings and Appeals 

[WM Of Ooi 31 INckV' Nov 4, 19*31 


Date 


faff* end of apptawt 


Cm* No 


Typo of mfc m iton 


Aug 3. 1963. 


Oct 31 1993 - 


Do 


Do 


Oo__ 

Nov X 1963 . 
Do _ 

DO_ 


Econorac Rogutelory Atto*m*ara*on/Traraco Tracing 
Co . MdtenO. T.*« 


JMftpft fVa. Waaftngion, DC -__ 

United Enargy Concapts, Inc . PoiflarKt Oregon. 

VMU4 Gm Procttwng Co. Waafvngloa. O C 
Y $hanmugadh**an Lot Angatea. CA.._ 


MRZ-0176_ 


Orom Canfrat NToWn Coiporaeon, Bandera Mary. 
Mod 

Uotfxm* PMroNum toduterwi Inc . CMmu MA.. 


HfA-0195 

HFA-0194 

HRD-0173 

HFA-0196 

HRz-om. 

HOF-0463 


R W. Andataon, Ooudrari louaiana . 


MQF-04S2 


Nov. 4. 1963 


Jamw Daren AfcuQLorqu*, H*m Umco 


Mf A-0197 


mfortociAory Odw ■ grantext Tha PropOMd Bamadial Odac (Caaa No >4*0- 
0114) ttauad to Tnnaco Tredng Company and Ratetera and Produeara 
Marketing, inc woMd ba amandad and fidy Ray Jonaa woJd ba jorwd aa a 
party to tha procwacfcng 

Appwaf of an lntetm#*oo Raqueal Donial if granted Mr Joaepn Red would 
racafva accata to ^formation rogai<flrg aw location of potenaei tdea 
propoaad by appfranta fca to# ipcnaoriiyp of toa Now England Ethanol 

Apoaaf Of an Intormaton Rcqueit Oaraaf N granted Tha Od 20. 1963 
fraadom of Inlwmaaon Raqueal Danoi *auad by tha Donrcv4a Power 
Adrwtittraaon would ba raaewted and United Enargy Conoepta. Inc would 
raoafva mAormahon regarding ffw evaluation prooeaa Of contract piopoaaf 
RFP No 0E-RP79-636P13539 

Motion for Ctecovary if granted Discovery would ba grafted In connataon 
w*th to# Statement of Obfecaona automated In raaponaa to a Propoaud 
Ramedtei Oroar laauad to Hafttxaton Company (Caaa No MRO-Oill). 

Appeal of an Inlorma&on Request Oemal If granted A Freedom Of Inlomtafton 
Raqueal Denial by Iha OOC would ba rescinded and Y Shanmugadfvacan 
would nacewe ao o aaa to tha OOC document The Loa Aiamoa fhvwar'' |LA- 
1) 

interlocutory Order 4 granted Crown Cereal Petroleum Corporation would ba 
permatad to emend aa Owe 9, 1962 Statement of Obfecbona fCeea No 
HRO-OOT2) to ntooduoa • different May 15. 1973 baea cod of crude o4 

Bmptemantallon of Second Stage Refund Procedural a (panted Tha Offtca of 


Haarmga and Appeals would at^jtemant second-stage proc e dures at toe 
speoaf refund proceedtog atditmod to dtetrtoute ftaxto remmed to the OOC 
by Modheaat Petroleum induaaiaa. inc fCaaa Na BFF-0065) 
implementation of Sacond Stag# Refund Procedure* If panted Tha Ortcc of 
Meerogs and Appeals arodd implement eecond-itege poeduw at toe 
apaoal refund proceeding eisututad to detnbute fund* remitted to The DOE 
by R W Anderaon (Anderson Butene Samoa. Inc. Cate No BEF-COoBf 
Appeaf of an inlonnetion Raqueal Denial if granted Tha Sept 12. 1963 
Freedom of information Raqueal Oamaf laauad by toe DOE Atmquanyue 
Operation s Office wodd ba reeonded and Jamea Oavtaa would raceme 
acceaa to Wormanon retebng to boa securrty clearance rwesbgabon 


Refuno Applications Receiveo 


[Week of Oct 31 to Nov 4. 1963) 


Date 

Nam* of refund proceeding and name of rotund app*c art 

CtewNo 

Od 31. 1983 

Ralo Piwlo/Ncw Jmey . .... . .. .. . _ .. 

RG5-T7 

Do... 

Rale «*into.Cte*om»a .... __ 

ROWS 

RC26-1S 

Do_ 

fid Rcfter*»o(vWi vft Mom# Appuvica Co .. ... - ... „ ... 

Oct 21 , 1963 _ 

Amoco/victor J Poflaiaa .. 

RF21. 

00.._ 

Amoco f Bou«iwy'» Standard Sarvloa. . .. .. . _ . .. .. . . . 

12224 

RF21- 

Nov. & 196$ - 

Palo Ptrlo/tAchgan.. 

12225 

RQ5-29 



IFF Dec 43-JJ4M Film! UHMI3: 440 am| 

BIU'NQ CODE 9450-01-41 


Applications for Exceptions; Cascs 
Filed Week of November 4 Through 
November 11,1983 

During the Week or November 4 
thiough November 11.1983, the appeals 
and applications for exception or other 
relief listed in the Appendix to this 


Notice were tiled with the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals of the 
Department of Energy. 

Under DOE procedural regulations. 10 
CFR Part 205, any person who will be 
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in 
these cases may file written comments 
on the application within ten days of 
serv ice of notice, as prescribed in the 
procedural regulations. For purposes of 
the regulations, the date of service of 


notice is deemed to be the late of 
publication of this Notice or the date of 
receipt by an aggrieved person of actual 
notice, whichever occurs first. All such 
comments shall be filed with the Office 
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
Energy, Washington. D.C. 20585. 

Dated: November 22.1983. 

George B Breznay, 

Office of Hearings and Appeals 
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List Of Cases Received bv the Office of Hearings ano Appeals 


[Week of Nov 4 through Nov. 11.1963] 


Out 

Namt and location o# Applets* 

Com No 

Typa 04 auCxwtwon 

Not 7 19*3 __ 

Orated 04 of Mapc vaitey, Inc. Twto Fafti Idaho _ 

HEE'0079 

EjcapfKon lo thm R«pc*V>g Ragman* wn** * granted Umtod CM of Mope 
VaSay. Inc. woufe not bt raqmrad to «a Form EtA-7828. No 2 

Dtstfala Salat Raport" 

M.-oon* lor Dtcovary and E*damiary Htamg N Granted. Oiocotory would bo 
granted and an adrtey hearing woyW bo contonod ti conrwcton with 
Iho r*m«»aJ ordar procaweftng oitobtehad on rtwxJ from federal i 

court in too Sac* 20. 19*3 Daemon and Odor (Com No. MR2-0t*7| mums 
to Garty CM Company 

PtWon tor SpooiaJ Rtdteta If granted Chmm>n, USA would rtcart# a rotund 
Ol of tnport team# Hot patd dunng too panod Irom January 1977 torough 
Apr 197*. 

Not 7. 19*3 _ 

Gotty 04 Company, l^aahingtion. DC __ __.... 

HRD-017* and MRM-017$_ 

MEG-0030 

Not tO. 19*3_ 

Chevron. USA. San Francaoo. CtJrtorm* 





Refund Applications Received 

(VS 1 ** of Nov 4 to Nov 11, 19*3] 


Data 

Noma of rafend procaadng and namt of rotund appacwv 

Coat No 

Not 4 load 

fed Richardaon/Ptarta Valfey Pfepm. 

RF2S-14 

Not 7.1SS3.. 

fed Rchardaon/PoCard Propona A 04 Company 

RF2S-1S 

Nov *. 19*3 ___ 

AmooeVAmwican Wtwh Sjatema ..._ 

RF21' 

3 1983 

Amoco/Anchor Distribute**. Inc -. -. 

17227 

RF2i- 

Not * 19*9 _ 

OKC Co* portion'Eastern Am Imagine /ConOnontef AjtVwv Inc .. . 

1 2226 
RF13-34 



and 

Not 10 19*3 _ 

Amoco 1 Pushmora Standard Sonne#... 

RF13-33 
RF21- 



12229 


ffK Doc Fifed 145 *mJ 

SUJJMQ COOE 4450-01-44 


Western Area Power Administration 

Power Rate Adjustment; Coilbran 
Project; Order Confirming, Approving, 
and Placing an Increased Power Rate 
In Effect on an Interim Basis 

agency: Western Area Power 
Administration, DOE. 

action: Notice of a Rate Order— 
Coilbran Project. 


summary: Notice is given of Rate Order 
No. WAPA-20 of the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Conservation and 
Renewable Energy placing increased 
power rates into effect with the 
December 1983 billing period, on an 
interim basis, for power marketed by the 
Western Area Power Administration 
(Western) from the Coilbran Project. 

The wholesale firm rote of all project 
energy is 19.3 mills per kWh. This is an 
increase of about 10.8 mills over the 
previous energy rates based on a 
composite figure for firm and nonfirm 
energy. However, the previous rates had 
not been adjusted since 1963, the time of 
the last rote action. 

The rate order discusses the principal 
factors leading to the decisions made 
and responds to the comments, 
criticisms, and alternatives offered 
during the public rate adjustment 
proceedings. 


addresses: For further information 
contact 

Mr. Albert M. Gabiola. Area Manager, 
Salt Lake City Area Office, Western 
Area Power Administration, P.O. Box 
11606, Salt Lake City, UT 84147 (801) 
524-5493 

Mr. Conrad Miller, Chief. Rates and 
Statistics Branch. Western Area 
Power Administration. P.O. Box 3402, 
Golden. CO 00401 (303) 231-1535 
Mr. Fred Sheap, Office of Power 
Marketing Coordination. CE-90, 
Department of Energy, Room 6B103, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue. SW- Washington. D.C 20585 
(202) 252-1081. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By 

Delegation Order No. 0204-33, effective 
Janaury 1.1979 (43 FR 60636. December 
28.1978), the Secretary of Energy 
delegated to the Assistant Secretary for 
Resource Applications the authority to 
develop power and transmission rates, 
acting by and through the Administrator, 
and to confirm, approve, and place In 
effect such rates on an interim basis, 
and to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) the authority to 
confirm and approve on a final basis or 
to disapprove rates developed by the 
Assistant Secretary under the 
delegation. Due to a Department of 
Energy organizational realignment. 
Delegation Order No. 0204-33 was 
amended, effective March 19.1981 (46 
FR 25428, May 7.1981). to transfer the 
authority of the Assistant Secretary for 
Resource Applications to the Assistant 


Secretary for Conservation and 
Renewable Energy. 

The rate adjustments on the Coilbran 
Project have been conducted consistent 
with the procedural rules applicable to 
Western. 

Proceedings on the new rates were 
initiated in April 1983, with an informal 
announcement to Colorado~Ute Electric 
Association that power rate adjustments 
were being considered. All power and 
energy produced from the Coilbran 
Project is under contract with Colorado* 
Ute. A Federal Register notice (48 FR 
28134, June 2a 1983) officially 
announced the proposed rate 
adjustments and procedures for public 
participation. An informal public 
meeting was held on July 12,1983, in 
Sait Lake City, Utah. A consultation and 
comment period extended through July 
27,1983. During this period, Colorado- 
Ute made comments to Western 
concerning the proposed rate 
adjustments. 

Customer comments received at the 
meeting and during the consultation and 
comment period primarily related to the 
power repayment study (PRS). After 
reviewing and considering the 
comments received, the records of the 
meeting, and reevaluating the May 1983 
PRS. a number of changes were made 
and a revised PRS prepared in August 
1983. The public comments and 
Western’s reevaluating addressed the 
following major issues: 

(1) Operation and maintenance 
expense. 
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(2} Obligation of power user to pay 
costs. 

(3} Accumulated deficits. 

The rates originally proposed were 
reduced as a result of the comments 
received on the operation and 
maintenance expenses. The new rates 
will provide the revenues required as 
determined by the revised PRS. 

Therefore. Rate Order No. WAPA-20 
confirming and approving an increased 
energy rate on an interim basis is hereby 
issued, and the rates will be promptly 
submitted to the FF.RC for confirmation 
and approval on a final basis. 

Issued in Washington. D.G, November 28, 
1983. 

Pat Collins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary, Conservation and 
Renewable Energy, 

IRate Order No. WAPA-20] 

November 28,1933. 

In the matter of: Western Area Power 
Administration—Collbran Project Power 
Rates; order confirming, approving, and 
placing increased energy rates in effect on an 
interim basis. 

Pursuant to section 302(a) of the 
Department of Energy (DOE) Organization 
Act, (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq), the power 
marketing functions of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Bureau of Reclame tion 
(BuRec) under the Reclamation Act of 1902 
(43 U.S.C. 372 et seq.), as amended and 
supplemented by subsequent enactments, 
particularly section 9(c) of the Reclamation 
Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 485b(c)) and acts 
specifically applicable to the Collbran Project 
(Collbran), were transferred to and vested in 
tiie Secretary of Energy. By Delegation Order 
No. 0204-33, effective January 1,1979 (43 FR 
80036. December 28.1978). as amended 
March 19.1981 (46 FR 25428, May 7.1981). the 
Secretary of Energy delegated to the 
Assistant Secretary for Conservation and 
Renewable Energy (hereinafter called the 
Assistant Secretary), the authority to develop 
power and transmission rates, acting by and 
through the Administrator of the Western 
Area Power Administration (Western), and to 
confirm, approve, and place in cffoct such 
rates on an interim basis, and delegated to 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) the authority to confirm and approve 
on a final basis or to disapprove rates 
developed by the Assistant Secretary under 
the delegation. This rate order is issued 
pursuant to the delegation to the Assistant 
Secretary and the DOE procedures for public 
participation in power ar.d transmission rate 
adjustments Issued at 45 FR 06083 (December 
31.1980) as corrected at 46 FR 8864 (January 
22. 1981) and amended at 48 FR 25426 (May 7, 
1901) (10 CFR. Part 903). 

Background 

Existing and Increased Rates 

The increased rates which are the subject 
of this order supersede the existing rotes as 
follows: 
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Project History 

The Collbran Project located In west- 
centra! Colorado about 35 miles northeast of 
Grand Junction and near the town of 
Collbran. was authorized on July 3,1952, by 
Pub. L 82-445. The project develops a major 
part of the unused water of Plufeeti Crock 
and its principal tributaries for irrigation uses 
and, by exchange of water, generates 
hydroelectric power. The project supplies 
supplemental Irrigation wator to about 20.000 
acres and new irrigation water to about 2.000 
acres, generates up to 14,000 kW of 
hydroelectric power, and. incidental to the 
foregoing, provides flood control, 
recreational, fish, and wildlife benefits. 
Construction of the project facilities started 
in 1957 and the major part of the construction 
was completed by the end of calendar year 
1932. 

Water for power generation is obtained 
from Big Creek. Cottonwood Creek, and their 
tributaries. Up until June 1983,17 small dams 
and reservoirs on the Grand Mesa, previously 
used for irrigation, were used by the project 
to regulate water flow for hydroelectric 
generation and/or irrigation. In exchange for 
Big Creek and Cottonwood Creek water 
previously used for irrrigntion but now used 
fur power, the project provides an equivalent 
amount of water from the Vega Reservoir to 
the irrigators. By agreement with the water 
users, the BuRec operates and maintains 
these dams and reservoirs. Fifteen of the 
Grand Meta reservoirs are on the water 
collection system that provides water for the 
generation of electricity. Two reservoirs, 
although not a part of that water collection 
system, were regulated by the BuRec to 
increase the water available for power 
generation by exchanging water from the two 
reservoirs for water from the Vega Reservoir. 
These latter two dams. Blackman and 
Currier, have, as of June 1983, been breached 
and abandoned. 

Following are the capacities of the 
powerplants: 



Rower generated at the powerplants is 
transformed to 115 kilovolts at each plant, 
and a 4.75-mile, 115-kV transmission line 
connects the two plants. At the Lower Molina 
Powerplant, the project's power system is 
interconnected at 115 kV to the Molina 
Substation of the Colorado-Ute Electric 


Association (Colorado-Ute) As provided by 
Contract No. 14-06-400-1268 and 
supplements thereto, the entire output of the 
Collbran plants has been placed under 
contract with Colorado-Ute through fiscal 
year 1989. 

Power Repayment Studies 

Normally, a power repayment study (PRS) 
for the Collbran Project is prepared annually 
by Western with the cooperation of the 
BuRec to ensure that revenues will be 
adequate to repay costs. Power generation 
and project development data are provided 
by the BuRec. A PRS is prepared in 
accordance with Collbran authorizing 
legislation, the Reclamation Project Act of 
1939, other applicable statutes, and with DOE 
Order No. RA 8120.2 on power marketing 
administration financial reporting. 

The studios array historic income, expense, 
and investment to be repaid from power 
revenues, along with estimates for future 
years, and show the annual repayment of 
power production and transmission costs as 
well as nonpower costs assigned to power for 
repayment through the application of 
revenues over the repayment period of the 
project. The studies show, among other items, 
estimated revenues and expenses year-by¬ 
year over the remainder of the study period, 
the estimated amount of Federal investment 
repaid during each year, and the total 
estimated amount of Federal investment 
remaining to be repaid at the end of each 
year. Revenue is applied in a manner that 
minimizes Collbran revenue requirements. 

All investments are paid within their 
repayment periods, but non-interest-bearing 
investments are paid prior to interest-bearing 
investments when this priority reduces 
revenue requirements. (This is a deviation 
from the normal policy of repaying the 
highest interest-bearing investments first.) 
The studies determine revenue requirements 
but do not deal with rate design. 

Western has a policy of transmitting and 
disposing of power and energy in such a 
manner as to encourage the most widespread 
use thereof at the lowest possible rates 
consistent with sound business principles. 
This rate increase is consistent with that 
policy. 

Public Notice and Comment 

Published “Procedures for Public 
Participation in Power and Transmission 
Rate Adjustments” for power marketed by 
Western and other power marketing 
administrations have been followed in the 
development of these rates. The following 
discussion summarizes the steps Western 
took tc assure involvement of interested 
parties in the rate process. 

1. Advance announcement was made to 
Colorado-Ute Electric Association that a 
power rate adjustment was being considered 
and that preliminary studies indicated the 
rates for both firm and nonfirm energy would 
need to be increased from the existing rates 
to about 22 or 23 mills per kWh. 

2. A Federal Register notice (48 FR 28)34 
June 20.1983) announced the proposed power 
rate adjustment to 21.55 mills per kWh and 
the date of an informal public meeting. 
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3. A letter was sent to the project's single 
customer and other interested parties which 
announced the proposed rate adjustments 
and meeting, and transmitted a brouchure 
dated May 1983 which provided information 
on the proposed adjustments. 

4 A letter was sent to the customer and 
other interested parlies, providing a copy of 
the June 2a 1983 Federal Register notice 
announcing the proposed rate adjustment and 
a copy of the Department of Energy news 
release announcing the same. 

5. An inform*! public meeting was held July 
12.1983. in Salt Lake City. Utah. Western 
explained the need for the increase in rates 
and presented the results of the fiscal year 82 
PRS completed May 1903. upon which 
proposed rate increases were bused The rate 
proposed for all energy was 21.55 mills per 
kWh The BuRec discussed its operation and 
maintenance activities on the Cullbran 
Project and representatives of the customer 
asked questions and provided preliminary 
comments. Western ond the BuRec provided 
the additional information requested, and 
Western responded in writing to those 
questions that were not answered at the 
meeting. 

ft Written comments were accepted 
through the consultation and comment 
period The only comments received were 
from Colorado Ute Electric Association. 

After reviewing and considering the 
comments received from the customer, the 
report of the public meeting, and reevaluating 
the May 1983 PRS. some changes were made 
and a revised PRS prepared in August 1983, 

Discussion 

The issues discussed below relate to the 
PRS. There were no rate design issues raised 
during the public consultation and comment 
period. The issue that resulted In a 
modification of the PRS is discussed first. 

Operation and Maintenance Expense 

As noted in the May 1983 brochure, the 
BuRec started an extensive dam 
rehabilitation program in FY 1979 and had 
been classifying those costs as operation and 
maintenance expenses. The commentor 
concluded that a substantial portion of the 
^reposed work attributed to OAM expenses 
'was of the nature of significant improvements 
that would endure far beyond the period of 
time the costs were being recovered in the 
May 1983 PRS. A reevaluation of the 
appropriate classification of those costs, 
based on whether the expenditures were 
primarily to maintain the existing structures 
or to substantially improve the structures, 
resulted in the following changes from the 
classification of those costs in the FY 1982 
study dated May 1983. to the revised FY 1982. 
study dated August 1983: 
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In addition, the May 1983 PRS Included an 
estimated $22,500 annually for the OAM 
expenses it the Blackman and Currier dams 
and reservoirs. Since these two dams were 
breached in June of 1903, the O&M expense 
for these dams has been eliminated in the 
August 1983 PRS. The cost of $120,000 for 
buying the water uaers^righls in these 
facilities was capitalized over a 50-year 
period beginning with fiscal year 1983 in the 
August 1983 PRS. and was included tn the 
above tabulation with the rehabditation 
costs. The BuRec also advised that the fiscal 
year 1984 OiM budget has been 
administratively reduced by $50,000. This 
reduction was included in the August 1983 
FRS, In lieu of the $22,500 reduction resulting 
from the acquisition of the Blackman and 
Currier dams. In summary, the following 
changes were made: 

1. OhM expense decreased $50000 for 
fiscal year 1984. 

2 0%M expense decreased $22,500 
annually beginning in fiscal year 1985. 

3. Fiscal years 1980-87 O&M expense 
decreased by a total of $893,729 (including 
amounts shown in 1 and 2 above). 

4. Fiscal years 1983-87 capitalized power 
investment increased by a total of $748,061. 
based on the reclassification of rehabilitation 
costs. 

Each capitalized power investment has a 
50-year repayment period from the date it is 
expected to be completed. When these 
changes were made in the PRS, the required 
rate was reduced by 2.25 mills/kWh to the 
new rate of 19.3 mills/kWh for both firm and 
nonfirm energy. 

Obligation of Power l/ser to Pay Costs 

The commentor questioned the propriety of 
requiring the power user to repay the costs of 
rehabilitating the dams In the water 
collection system that are operated and 
maintained by the BuRec but are owned by 
the water users. Specific citations to the 
statutes or regulations that require the cost of 
such improvements to be repaid with 
revenues from the sale of power were 
requested by the commentor. 

Under the provisions of the BuRec contract 
with the water users, the costs of operating 
and maintaining and replacing facilities used 
exclusively for generation of power are 
assumed by the BuRec. As discussed with the 
commentor in the informal public meeting of 
July 12.1963. the dams are absolutely 
necessary to collect water to operate the 


power system. Their abandonment would 
have no effect on the water users as they 
would continue to receive their water under 
the exchange terms of the contract. On this 
basis all coats allocated to the rehabilitation 
of these facilities are allocated to power to 
repay. This allocation of repayment 
responsibility is authorized pursuant to the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 and the 
Collbran Project Act of 1952. 

Applicability of the Reclamation Safety of 
Dam s Act of 1978 

The applicability of the Reclamation Safety 
of Duma Act of 1978 (Dams Act) to the 
proposed rate adjustment was raised during 
the consultation and comment period. The 
BuRec. which is charged with the 
responsibility of maintaining the Grand Mesa 
dams, developed a safety Inspection program 
as a result of the passage of the 1978 
legislation. However, the BuRec has taken the 
position that the maintenance and 
rehabilitation work an the Collbrnn Project 
water collection reservoirs to date, end as 
planned in the near future, was not done 
under the Dams Act. The authorization for 
the maintenance and reha bill teflon work in 
question stems from general Reclamation 
law. including section 9(c). of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939, Since the 
maintenance and rehabilitation of the dams 
on Grand Mesa is taking place primarily to 
allow the continuation of power generation, it 
is appropriate for these costs to be 
reimbursed by those who benefit, the power 
user. 

Accumulated Deficits 

The commentor stated thut the recovery oF 
accumulated deficits amounts to a retroactive 
rate increase, und concluded that the 
recovery of accumulated deficits is therefore 
improper. In the May 1963 PRS, the projected 
accumulated defid! as of the end of FY 1983 
was $1,520,481. This was reduced to $947334 
in the August 1983 PRS as the result of the 
decision to capitalize some costs that were 
formerly considered OAM expenses. The 
deficit is composed of interest expenses that 
were not paid during the year in which they 
occur (from 1977-83) because of insufficient 
revenues. In accordance with Reclamation 
law. including Pub. L 82-445, all 
reimbursable costa must be repaid to the 
Treasury. Since annual costs such as interest 
are reimbursable. Section 8(c)(2) of DOE 
Order No. RA6120.2 provides that such 
accumulated deficits be accrued as a Lability 
on the balance sheet with interest. A 
retroactive rate, by definition, would be a 
rate applicable to service received in the 
past The rate established herein will apply 
only to deliveries of energy after the rate 
becomes effective on the first day of the 
December 1983 billing period. It is true that 
costs would have supported increasing the 
Collbran Project rate earlier, but Western's 
inability to increase the rate earlier has not 
harmed the power customer. Since the 
customer has had use of the money that 
would have been paid for Collbran energy* 
had the rates been high enough to avoid any 
deficits, the customer has received 
unintended benefits. 
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Environmental Evaluation 

tn compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1909 and 
Section D of the Department of Energy (DOE) 
guidelines published in the Federal Register 
on February 23,1982 (47 FR 7976), Western 
has followed the process described below in 
conducting environmental evlauations of the 
rate adjustment 

Section D of the DOE regulation states that 
for rate increases for power marketing 
administrations, the level of documentation 
under NEPA depends upon the size of the 
rate increase as it relates to the rate of 
inflation since the last rate increase. Since 
the rate increase is less than the inflation 
rate, a memorandum was prepared 
explaining that the environmental impact 
associated with the rate increase is clearly 
insignificant. Therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an 
environmental Impact statement will be 
prepared. 

Availability of Information 

Information regarding this rate adjustment, 
including studies, comments, and other 
supporting material, is available for public 
review in the Salt Lake City Area Office. 
Western Area Power Administration. 436 
East 200 South. Suite 2, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84111; in the Office of the Director. Division 
of Marketing and Rates, Western Area Power 
Administration. 1627 Cole Boulevard. Golden. 
Colorado 60401; and in the Office of Power 
Marketing Coordination, Department of 
Enwgy, Room 6B104. Forrestal Building, 1000 
independence Avenue. SW.. Washington. DC 
20585. 

Submission to the FEHC 

The rates herein confirmed, approved, and 
placed in effect on an interim basis, together 
with supporting documents, will be submitted 
to the FERC for confirmation and approval on 
a final basis. 

Order 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to 
the authority delegated to me by the 
Secretary of Energy. I hereby confirm and 
approve and place in effect Rate Schedule 
CP-f/NF-1 on an interim basis, effective 
with the beginning of the December 1983 
billing period. These rates shall remain in 
effect pending FERC confirmation and 
approval of this or substitute rates, on a final 
basis, or until superseded. 

Issued in Washington. DC. November 28, 

1983. 

Pat Collins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary, Conservation and 
Renewable Energy. 

Collbran Project 

Schedule of Hates for Wholesale Firm and 
Confirm Energy Service 

Effective: 

At the beginning of the December 1983 
billing period. 

Available: 

In the area served by the Collbran Project. 


Applicable: 

To wholesale power customers for general 
power service supplied through one meter at 
one point of delivery. 

Character and Conditions of Service: 

Alternating current sixty (GO) hertz, three- 
phase, delivered and metered at the voltages 
and points established by contract 

Monthly Hate: 

Energy Charge: 10.3 mills/kWh for all 
energy used. 

(Hi t Vic &-JSM0 Filed 12-SS) 143 *m| 

MLLtXQ COOf *4*0-01-M 


Power Rate Adjustments; Parker-Davls 
Project; a Rate Order 

agency: Western Area Power 
Administration. Energy 
action: Notice of a Rate Order. Parker* 
Davis Project 

summary: Notice is given of Rate Order 
No. WAPA-22 of the Assistant 
Secretary for Conservation and 
Renewable Energy (Assistant Secretary) 
for placing increased power rates into 
effect on an interim basis for the Parker* 
Davis Project (P-DP) power marketed by 
the Western Area Power Administration 
(Western). 

The rate adjustment would increase 
average annual revenues by $1.15 
million to meet project repayment in the 
allowable time periods. 

The new P-DP wholesale firm power 
rate consists of a capacity charge of 
$1.87 per kilowatt (kw) per month, and 
an energy charge of 4.28 mills per 
kilowatt hour (kWh). The estimated 
average composite firm power rate of 
8.55 mills per kWh is an increase of 0.25 
mills per kWh over the existing 
composite rate of 8.3 mills per kWh. 

New rates of $0 63 per kW per month 
for firm transmission and 1.4 mills per 
kWh for nonfirm transmission service 
are also being adopted for customers 
transmitting non-P-DP power over the 
P-DP transmission system. 

The rate order also contains 
discussion of the principal factors 
leading to the decisions on the rate 
increases. 

effective DATE: The rotes will become 
effective the first day of the first full 
billing period beginning on or after 
December 15.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Thomas A. Hine, Area Manager. 
Boulder City Area Office, Western 
Area Power Administration. P.O. Box 
200. Boulder City. NV 89005. (702) 293- 
8878 

Mr. Conrad 1C Miller. Chief. Rates and 
Statistics Branch* Western Area 
Power Administratioa P.O. Box 3402. 
Golden, CO 80401. (303) 231-1535 


Mr. Fred A. Sheap. Office of Power 

Marketing Coordination. Department 

of Energy. Rm. 6B-1Q3, Forrestal 

Building. 1000 Independence Avenue. 

SW., Washington. DC 20585, (202) 

252-1127 

Pursuant to the Department of Energy 
Organization Act. 42 U.S.C. 7101-7352, 
(Supp. IV 1981), the power marketing 
functions, as vested in the Bureau of 
Reclamation under the Reclamation Act 
of 1902, Pub. L 57-161. 32 Stat. 388, 43 
U.S.C 372, et seq. (1970), as amended 
and supplemented by subsequent 
enactments, particularly section 9(c) of 
the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (43 
U.S.C. 485h(c) (1976)). and the acts 
specifically applicable to the project, 
were transferred to the Department of 
Energy (DOE). 

The Secretary of Energy delegated to 
the Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications, by Delegation Order No. 
0204-33 (43 FR 60636, December 28. 

1978), the authority to develop, acting by 
and through the Administrator of 
Western, and to confirm, approve, and 
place into effect on an interim basis, 
power and transmission rates for 
Western. The delegation order also gave 
to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) the authority to 
make a final decision either confirming 
and approving, or disapproving such 
rates. On March 19.1981, Delegation 
Order No. 0204-33 was amended by 
substituting the "Assistant Secretary for 
Conservation and Renewable Energy" 
for the "Assistant Secretary for 
Resource Applications." 

Western is developing these rates in 
accordance with Reclamation Law, DOE 
financial reporting policies, procedures, 
and methodology. (DOE Order No, RA 
6120.2 (September 20,1979)), and the 
procedures for public participation in 
rate adjustments found at 10 CFR, part 
903 (1962). 

The July 8.1983, Federal Register 
notice at 48 FR 31459 announced the 
proposed P-DP rate increases, initiated 
the consultation and comment period, 
announced a public information forum 
which was held August 10,1983, and 
announced a public comment forum 
which was held September 13,1983. The 
P-DP revenue requirements and 
proposed power and transmission rates 
were detailed in the Federal Register 
notice, at the public information forum, 
and in an informational brochure 
entitled "Parker-Davis Project-Proposed 
Power and Transmission Rates 
Adjustment" which was mailed to the P- 
DP electric service and transmission 
service contractors, the Colorado River 
Storage Project Southern Division 
transmission service contractors, and 
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other interested parties on July 8,1983. 
At the forma) public comment forum, 
interested persons were provided an 
opportunity to present their views, data, 
and arguments regarding the proposed 
rates. A notice published at 48 FR 32381 
(July 15,1983), corrected the ending date 
of the consultation and comment period 
to read October 14,1983. No comments, 
criticisms, or alternatives were received 
during the consultation and comment 
period. 

Therefore, Rate Order No. WAPA-22 
confirming and approving increased 
power rates on an interim basis Is 
hereby issued. The rates will be 
promptly submitted to the FERC as 
Provisional Rates for confirmation and 
approval on a final basis. 

Issued in Washington, DC. November 15, 
1983. 

Pat Collins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary. Conservation and 
Renewable Energy. 

tn the Matter of: Western Area Power 
Administration—Parker-Davi* Project Power 
and Transmission Rates; order confirming, 
approving, and placing power and 
transmission rules in effet on an interim 
basis. 

(Rate Order No. WAPA-22] 

November 15,1983. 

Pursuant to the Department of Energy 
Organization Act. 42 U.S.C. 7101-7352. (Supp. 
IV 1981), the power marketing functions of 
the Bureau of Reclamation under tho 
Reclamation Act of 1902, Pub. L 57-161. 32 
Stat. 388. 43 U.S.C. 372, el seq. (1970). as 
amended and supplemented by subsequent 
enactments, particularly section 9(c) of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 
485h(c) (1976)), and the acts specifically 
applicable to the project, were transferred to 
the Department of Energy (DOE). 

The Secretary of Energy delegated to the 
Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications, by Delegation Order No. 0204- 
33 (43 FR GCC36, December 28 1978), the 
authority :o develop, acting by and through 
the Administrator of the Western Area Power 
Administration (Western), and to confirm, 
approve, and place into effect on an interim 
basts, power and transmission rates for 
Western. The delegation order also gave to 
the Federal F.nergy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) the authority to make a final decision 
either confirming and approving, or 
disapproving such rates. On March 19.1981, 
Delegation Order No. 0204-33 was amended 
by substituting the "Assistant Secretary for 
Conservation and Renewable Energy" for the 
"Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications." 

Western is developing these rates in 
accordance with Reclamation Law. DOE 
financial reporting policies, procedures, and 
methodology. (DOE Order No. RA 6120.2 
(September 20,1979)), and the procedures for 
public participation in rate adjustments found 
.it 10 CFR. Part 903 (1982). 


Background 

Public Motive and Comment 

An informal customer meeting was held 
January 15,1982. in Phoenix. Arizona, at 
which time the Western’s Boulder City Area 
Office explained the need for a rate 
adjustment and the availability of supporting 
records for review. On July 8,1983, Western 
announced proposed power and transmission 
rale adjustments for the Parker-Davi* Project 
(48 FR 31459). Interested persons were invited 
to participate in public forums and to submit 
written comments relative to the proposed 
rate adjustments. A public information forum 
was hold in Las Vegas, Nevada, on August 
ia 1983. Western representatives presented 
an overview of the project rate history, costs, 
and projected revenues and costs throughout 
the remainder of the repayment period. 
Clarifying questions were answered at the 
forum. A public comment forum was held in 
Las Vegas. Nevada, on September 13.1983. 

No comments were received. The 
consultation and comment period dosed 
October 14.1983. with no comments 
questions,^or alternatives posed. 

Existing Rates 

By Rate Order No. WAPA-3, dated muy 15. 
1980, the Assistant Secretary for Resource 
Applications of the Department of Energy 
approved the existing rate schedules on an 
interim basis effective the first day of the first 
full billing period beginning on or after |une 
16,1960. The existing rates were confirmed 
and approved by the FERC for the 5-year 
period ending June 3a 1985. 

The existing wholesale firm power serv ice 
rate. Rate Schedule PD-Fl. is $L82/kW/mo 
and 4.15 mills/kWh. The existing firm 
transmission serv ice rate for the use of the 
Parker-Davi* Project transmission system. 
Rate Schedule PD-Fl, provides for a rate of 
$8.80/kW/yr The transmission service rate 
for the Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP) 
electric service customers utilizing the 
Parker-Davi* Project transmission system for 
the transmission of CRSP power. Rate 
Schedule PD-T2. is $3.07/kW/»eason. The 
existing rate for nonfirm transmission 
service. Rate Schedule PD-T3, is 1.3 mills/ 
kWh. 

Provisional Rules 

A revised power repayment study was 
conducted which indicated the average 
annual revenue would have to be increased 
by about $1.15 million to meel cost recovery 
criteria. New firm power and transmission 
rates were developed to generate the revenue 
rq aired in the revised power repayment 
study. 

The results of the revised power repayment 
study and subsequent rate design indicated 
that an average composite yield of 8.55 mills/ 
kWh. or a capacity component of $l,87/kW/ 
mo and an energy component of 4.28 mills/ 
kWh. for all wholesale firm power customers, 
would satisfy the repayment criteria when 
combined with adjustments of the 
transmission service rates. 

The transmission service rates provide for 
an increase of firm transmission serv ice rate, 
as permitted under existing contracts, to 
S7.56/kW/yr for the use of the Parker-Davis 
Project transmission system: a transmission 


rate of $3.78/kW/season for the CRSP, 
Southern Division contractors using the 
Parkor-Davis Project transmission system for 
the transmission of CRSP power and an 
increase to 1.4 mills/kWh rate for nonfirm 
transmission service. 

Project History 

The Parker Dam Power Project was 
authorized by section 2 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act of August 30,1935 (49 Stat. 1039), 
and the Davis Dam Project was authorized 
April 26.1941, by the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior under prov isions of the Reclamation 
Project Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 485 el seq ). The 
Parker-Davis Project was formed by the 
consolidation of the two projects under the 
terms of tho act of May 28,1954 (68 Stat. 143). 

Porker Dam, which creates the Lake 
Havasu Reservoir, is located on the Colorado 
River between Arizona and California. 155 
miles downstream from Hoover Dam. The 
dam was constructed by the Bureau of 
Reclamation, partially with funds advanced 
by the Metropolitan Water District (MWU) of 
Southern California. Under contract. MWD is 
entitled to one-half of the net energy 
generated. Davis Dam, which creates the 
Lake Mohave Reservoir, is located on the 
Colorado River between Arizona and 
Nevada. 67 miles downstream from Hoover 
Dam. The Parker-Davis Pioject is operated in 
conjunction with other hydroelectric 
installations in the Colorado River Basin. 

Construction of Parker Dam was 
authorized for the purpose of controlling 
floods, improving navigation, regulating flow 
of the streams of the United States, providing 
for storage and for the delivery of the stored 
waters thereof, for the reclamation of public 
lands and Indian reservations, and other 
beneficial uses, and for the generation of 
electric energy as a means of financially 
aiding and assisting such undertakings. 

Davis Dam was constructed to provide 
reregulation for the fluctuating water releases 
from Lake Mead at Hoover Dam, from hourly 
to seasonal, to facilitate water delivery for 
downstream irrigation requirements, for 
delivery of water beyond the boundary of the 
United States as required by the Mexican 
Water Treaty, and for the generation of 
electric energy as a means of financially 
aiding and assisting such undertakings. 

Discussion 

Power Repayment Study 

The current power repayment study for 
fiscal year 1981 indicated that the existing 
power rates are inadequate, based on 
janaary 1981 price levels, to pay the costs 
allocated and assigned to the power function 
within allowable time periods. Such 
inadequate revenues would result In a deficit 
which would be due primarily tu higher 
interest rates charged against the 
unumortized portion of new additions and 
replacement investment. 

In response to the FERC’s October 29,1981. 
order confirming and approving rate 
schedules and identifying Items for 
appropriate consideration In future findings, 
the following actions were taken. The 
practice of "borrowing" from prepaid 
investment accounts has been eliminated. 
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This was achieved by maim# directed 
payments into specific investment categories, 
still within repayment criteria. This 
redirection of principal payments in early 
study years reduces the large principal 
payments due in subsequent study years. 
Now. once a payment has been made to an 
investment category, it may not be borrowed 
bock to make a required payment tn the 
future 

Another item noted by the FERC concerned 
n probable Increase in revenues from 
transmission services after existing contracts 
expire. This item was addressed by 
accounting for that amount of transmission 
service under existing contracts, not 
presently subject to the current firm 
transmission rate, to be projected to derive 
revenues under the firm transmission service 
rute schedule when appropriate. 

The last item mentioned in the FERCs 
order concerned providing additional support 
for the data used in the power repayment 
study. Included in the materials submitted to 
the FERC with this rate order is all the 
relevant material available for that support. 

During the time period necessary to 
address these questioned practices, the 
fxjwcr repayment study was updated to 
include actual FY 1982 data. 

An interest rate of 9.5 percent has been 
used, as specified in paragraph 11(b) of RA 
6120.2. to compute interest on the unpaid 
balance for new additions, loans, and 
replacements occurring in and after FY 1963. 
The applicable interest rate for each year 
prior to FY 1983 was also used to compute 
interest for new additions and replacements 
occurring during the corresponding year. 

Rate Design 

Estimated future power costs were 
examined to determine an appropriate 
apportionment between rate components. 

The examination indicated that it would be 
equitable and reasonable to split costs evenly 
between the capacity and energy 
components. 

The rates For use of the Parkcr-Duvis 
Project transmission system were developed 
bused on projected average annual 
transmission costs and capacity 
' «tmmilmeats for FY 1993 through FY 1987 

Nonfirm transmission service is. by its 
nature, intermittent and therefore was not 
< onsidered to be a significant factor in rale 
setting and in the rate design. Revenues from 
protect use and Government camps are not 
affected by this order. 

Comntents. Criticisms, and Alternatives 

There were no comments, criticisms or 
alternatives offered during the consultation 
and comment period 

Environmental Evaluation 

In compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1960 and 
section U of the DOE guidelines published in 
th* Federal Register on February 23,1963 (47 
ER 7976), Western has followed the process 
described below in conducting environmental 
evaluations of the rate adjustment 

Section D of the DOE guidelines states that, 
for rate increases for power marketing 
administrations, the level of documentation 
under NEPA depends upon the size of the 


rate increase as it relates to the rate of 
inflation since the last rate increase. Since 
the rate increase is less than the inflation 
rate, a memorandum was prepared 
explaining that the environmental impact 
associated with the rate increase is clearly 
insignificant. Therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared. 

Executive Order 12291 

The purpose of Executive Order 12291. 
dated February 17.1981. is *** * * to reduce 
the burdens of existing and future 
regulations, increase agency accountability 
for regulatory actions, provide for 
presidential oversight of the regulatory 
process, minimize duplication and conflict of 
regulations, and insure well reasoned 
regulations.,** 

The DOE has determined that this is not a 
major rule pursuant to the criteria of section 
1(b) of the order. Furthermore, Western has 
received an exemption from sections 3, 4. and 
7 of Executive Order 12291 and therefore hAs 
not prepared a regulatory impact statement. 

A vo liability of Information 

Information regarding this rate adjustment, 
including studies, transcripts and other 
supporting material, is available for public 
review in the Boulder City Area Office. 
Western Area Power Administration. P.O. 

Box 200. Boulder City. Nevada 89005; Office 
of the Administrator. Western Area Power 
Administration. P.O. Box 3402. Golden. 
Colorado 80401, and in the Office of Power 
Marketing Coordination. 1000 independence 
Avenue. SW„ Washington. DC 20585. 

Submission to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

The rates herein confirmed, approved, and 
placed in effect on an interim basis, together 
with supporting document*, will be submitted 
to the FERC for confirmation and approval on 
a final basis 

Order 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to 
the authority delegated to me by the 
Secretary of Energy, I hereby confirm and 
approve on an interim basis, effective the 
first day of the first full billing period 
beginning on or after December 15,1983. Rate 
Schedules PD-F2.11M-T2. PD-FCT2, and 
PD-NFT2 for wholesale power and 
transmission services. These rates shall 
remain in effect cm an interim basis pending 
the FERC confirmation and approval of them 
or substitute rates on a final basis, or until 
they are superseded. 

Issued in Washington, DC. November 15. 
1983. 

Pat Collins. 

Acting Assistant Secretary, Conservation and 
Renewable Energy . 

(Rate Schedule PD-F2| 

Schedule of Rates for Wholesale Firm Power 
Service 

Effective: 

The first day of the first full billing period 
beginning on or after December 15.1963. 


A variable: 

In the area served by the Parkitr Davis 
Project 

Applicable: 

To wholesale power customers for general 
power service supplied through one meter at 
one point of delivery, unless otherwise 
specified by contract 

Character and Conditions of Service: 

Three phase alternating current at 60 hertz, 
delivered and metered at the voltages and 
points of delivery specified In the power 
service contract. 

Monthly Rate 

Capacity Charge $1 87 per kilowatt of 
billing demand. 

Energy Charge: 4-28 mills per kilowatthour 
for each kilowatthour scheduled or delivered, 
not to exceed the delivery obligation under 
the power service contract. 

Billing Demand. The billing demand will be 
the greater of (1) the highest 30-minute 
integrated demand established during the 
month up to. but not in excess of. the delivery 
obligation under the power service contract, 
or (2) (he contract rate of delivery 

Billing for Unauthorized Overruns: 

For each billing period in which there is a 
contract violation involving an unauthorized 
overrun of the contractual firm cupacity and/ 
or energy obligations, such overrun shall be 
billed at ten times the above rates. 

Adjustments: 

Far Transformer Losses — If delivery is 
made at transmission voltage but metered on 
the low-voltage side of the transformer, the 
meter readings will be increased 2 percent to 
compensate for transformer losses. 

For Power Factor. —None. The customer 
will normally be required to maintain a 
power factor at the point of delivery of 
between 95 percent lagging and 95 percent 
leading 

I Rate Schedule PtMT2| 

Schedule of Rates for Firm Transmission 
Service 

Effective 

The first day of the first fblT billing period 
beginning on or after December 15. 1983. 

A vadablc: 

In the area served by the Parker-Duvi* 
Project transmission facilities. 

Applicable: 

To firm transmission service customers 
where capacity and energy are supplied to 
the Parker Davis Project system at points of 
interconnection with other systems and 
transmitted and delivered, lets losses, to 
points of delivery on the Parker Davis Project 
system specified in the service contract. 

Character and Conditions of Service: 

Transmission service for three-phase 
alternating current at 60 hertz, delivered and 
metered at the voltages and points of delivery 
specified in the service contract 
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Rate: 

$7,56 per kilowatt per year, payable 
monthly at the rate of $.63 per kilowatt for 
the greater of each kilowatt contracted for or 
delivered at the point of delivery* during that 
month, as specified In the service contract 

Adjustments: 

For Reactive Power. —None. There shall be 
no entitlement to transfer of reactive kilovolt* 
amperes at points of delivery, except when 
such transfers may be mutually agreed upon 
by contractor and contracting officer or their 
authorized representatives. 

For Losses.— Power and energy losses 
incurred in connection with the transmission 
and delivery of power and energy under thia 
rate schedule shall be supplied by the 
customer in accordance with the serv ice 
contract 

(Rate Schedule PD-FCT2) 

Schedule of Rates for Transmission Service 
of Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP) 
Power and Energy 

Effective: 

The first day of the first full billing period 
beginning on or after December 15.1963. 

Available: 

In the area served by the Parker-Davis 
Project transmission facilities. 

Applicable: 

To Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP) 
Southern Division customers where CRSP 
capacity and energy are supplied to the 
Parker-Davis Project system by CRSP at 
points of interconnection with the CRSP 
systems and for transmission and delivery, 
less losses, to Southern Division customers at 
points of delivery on the Parker-Davis Project 
system specified in the service contract. 

Character and Conditions of Service: 

Transmission service three-phase 
alternating current at 60 hertz, delivered and 
metered at the voltages and points of delivery 
specified In the service contract. 

Seasonal Rate: 

$3-78 per kilowatt of the maximum 
allowable rate of delivery made available at 
each point of delivery during each season as 
specified in the service contract payable 
monthly at the rote of $0.63 per kilowatt. 

Adjustments: 

For Reactive Power.—None. There shall be 
no entitlement to transfer of reactive kilovolt¬ 
amperes at points of delivery, except when 
such transfers may be mutually agreed upon 
by contractor and contracting officer or their 
authorized representatives. 

For losses.—Power and energy losses 
incurred In connection with the transmission 
and delivery of power and energy under this 
rate schedule shall be supplied by the 
customer In accordance with the service 
contract. 


[Rate Schedule PD-NFT2) 

Schedule of Rates for Non firm Transmission 
Service 

Effective: 

The first day of the first full billing period 
beginning on or after December 15,1983. 

Available: 

In the area served by the Parker-Davis 
Project transmission facilities. 

Applicable: 

To nonfinn transmission service customers 
where capacity and energy are supplied to 
the Parker-Davis Project system at points of 
interconnection with other systems, 
transmitted subject to the availability of 
transmission capacity, and delivered less 
losses to points of delivery on the Parker- 
Davis Project system specified in the service 
contract 

Character and Conditions of Service: 

Transmission service on an intermittent 
basis for three-phase alternating current at 60 
hertz, delivered and metered at the voltages 
and points of delivery specified in the service 
contract. 

Rate: 

1.4 mills per kilowatthour of the scheduled 
or delivered kilowatthours at the point of 
delivery, pursuant to the contract, payable 
monthly. 

Adjustments: 

For Reactive Power.— None. There shall be 
no entitlement to transfer of reactive kilovolt¬ 
amperes at points of delivery, except when 
such transfers may be mutually agreed upon 
by contractor and contracting officer or their 
authorized representatives. 

For Losses.— Power and energy losses 
Incurred In connection with the transmission 
and delivery of power and energy under this 
rate schedule shall be supplied by the 
customer in accordance with the service 
contract. 

(TO Doc ts-az&n Plied 1 *m| 
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Salt Lake City Area, Loveland-Fort 
Collins Area; Proposed Post-1989 
General Power Marketing Criteria 

agency: Western Area Power 
Administration. DOE. 
action: Publication of extension of time 
to submit applicant profile data and 
notice of limitation of potential 
applicants to entities filing applicant 
profile data by December 30.1983. 

summary: On August 23.1983. the 
W f estem Area Power Administration 
(Western) published in the Federal 
Register two Proposed Post-1989 
General Power Marketing Criteria. One 
of the proposed criteria, developed by 
Western’s Salt Lake City Area Office, 
applies to the Colorado River Storage 


Project, the Collbran Project, the Provo 
River Project, and the Rio Grande 
Project. The other proposed criteria, 
developed by Western's Loveland-Fort 
Collins Area Office, applies to the 
Western Division of the Pick-Sloan 
Basis Program and the Frylngpan- 
Arkansas Project Both of these 
proposed criteria contained a final 
request for applicant profile data 
submission on or before November 15, 
1983. Notice is hereby given that the 
deadline for submission of applicant 
profile data is extended until December 
30,1983. Entities that do not submit 
applicant profile data to Western by 
December 30.1983, will not be eligible to 
apply for an allocation of power under 
the two proposed criteria. 

date: Applicant profile data from 
entities desiring an allocation of power 
from Western's Salt Lake City Area 
Office must be received by the Area 
Manager in Salt Lake City, at the 
address given below, no later than 
December 30.1983. Applicant profile 
data from entities desiring an allocation 
of power from Western's Loveland-Fort 
Collins Area Office must be received by 
the Area Manager In Loveland, at the 
address given below, no later than 
December 30.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Albert M. Gabiola, Area Manager, 
Salt Lake City Area Office. Western 
Area Power Administration, P.O. Box 
11806. Salt Lake City. UT 84147. 
Telephone: (801) 524-6372. 

Mr. Peter G. Ungerman, Area Manager. 
Loveland. Fort Collins Area Office. 
Western Area Power Administration. 
P.O. Box 3700. Loveland. CO 80539. 
Telephone: (303) 224-7201, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Two lists 
of the applicant profile data information 
desired by Western were published In 
the Federal Register on August 23,1983. 
as part of the proposed marketing 
criteria. 48 FR 38279. 38282; 48 FR 38289, 
38291-2. The deadline for submittal of 
the applicant profile data is hereby 
extended until December 30,1983. No 
application for power by any entity 
under either marketing criteria will be 
considered unless the applicant profile 
date has been received by the 
appropriate Area Manager by December 
30,1983. 

Issued at Golden. Colorado, November 23, 
1983. 

Robert L McPhail. 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-22547 FUnl 12 -S-Ol 046 «m| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(PH-FRL 2482-4; OPP-30234) 

Certain Companies; Applications To 
Register Pesticide Products 
Containing New Active Ingredients 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: This notice announces receipt 
of applications to register pesticide 
products containing active ingredients 
not included in any previously 
registered pesticide products pursuant to 
the provisions of section 3(c)(4) of the 
Federal Insecticide. Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRAJ. as amended. 
oats: Comment by January 6.1984. 
aooress: Written comments, identified 
by the document control number (OPP- 
302341 and the file symbol, should be 
submitted by mail to; Program 
Management and Support Division (TS- 
757C). Attn: Product Manager (PM) 12, 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
St., SW.. Washington. D C. 20480. 

In person, bring comments to: Rm. 236, 
CM-2. Attn: (PM) 12, Registration 
Division (TS-767C). Environmental 
Protection Agency. 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway. Arlington, VA 22202. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jay Ellenberger. PM 12, CM*2. (703-557- 
2386). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 

received applications as follows to 
register pesticide products containing 
active ingredients not included in any 
previously registered pesticide products 
pursuant to the provisions of section 
3(c)(4) of FIFRA. Notice of receipt of 
these applications does not imply a 
decision by the Agency on the 
applications. 

Applications Received 

1. File Symbol: 7968-AA. Applicant: 
BASF Wyandotte Corp., 100 Cherry Hill 
Rd., Parsippany. NJ 07054. Product name: 
Lance™ 20G Insecticide/Nematiclde. 
Insecticide. Active ingredient: 2-(2* 
Chloro-1 -methoxyethoxy) phenyI-/V- 
methylcarbamate 20.0%. Proposed 
classiftcation/Use: General. For use in 
corn (including field corn, popcorn, and 
sweet com). Type registration: 
Conditional. 

2. File Symbol: 1Q182-TO. Applicant: 
1CI Americas Inc., Wilmington, DE 
19897. Product name: Actellic 7E 
Insecticide. Insecticide. Active 
ingredient: Pirimiphos-methyl, O- 
|2(diethylomino)-6>methyl-4-pyrimidinyl) 
O.O-dimethyl phosphorothioate 74%. 


Proposed classification/Use: General. 
For use on stored grain (wheat, corn, 
rice, sorghum), and stored peanuts. Type 
registration: Conditional. 

3. File Symbol: 279-GNEO. Applicant: 
FMC Corp., 2000 Market St.. 
Philadelphia, PA 19103. Product name: 
Advantage 2.5 EC Insecticide. 
Insecticide. Active ingredient; 2.3- 
Dihydro-2,2-dimethyl-7-benzofuranyl* 
((dibutylamino)thio) methylcarbamate 
31.6%. Proposed classification/Use: 
Restricted. For use on oranges and 
grapefruit. Type registration: 
Conditional. 

Notice of approval or denial of an 
application to register a pesticide 
product will be announced in the 
Federal Register. The procedure for 
requesting data will be given in the 
Federal Register if an application is 
approved. 

Comments received within the 
specified time period will be considered 
before a final decision fs made; 
comments received after the time 
specified will be considered only to the 
extent possible without delaying 
processing of the application. 

Written comments filed pursuant to 
this notice, will be available in the 
product manager's office from 8:00 a.m. 
to 4:00 p.m.. Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. It is suggested 
that persons interested in reviewing the 
application file, telephone the product 
manager's office to ensure that the file is 
available on the date of intended visit. 

(Sec. 3(c)(4) of FIFRA. as amended) 

Dated: November 21.1983. 

Robert V'. Brown. 

Acting Director. Registration Division. Office 
of Pesticide Programs. 

IKK Dor M-JZU7 Filed 12-4MU. 141 am] 
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IWH-FRL-2481-21 

Issuance of Final General NPDES 
Permits for Oil and Gas Operations on 
the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) of 
Alaska; Norton Sound and Beaufort 
Sea 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

action: Notice of final general NPDES 
permits. 

summary: The Regional Administrator. 
Region 10. is today issuing two final 
general National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permits for 
oil and gas stratigraphic test and 
exploration wells in Norton Sound and 
Beaufort Sea. These final general 
permits establish effluent limitations, 
standards, prohibitions, and other 


conditions on discharges from these 
facilities. The facilities covered in 
Norton Sound will be located in Federal 
waters seaward of the outer boundary 
of the territorial seas of the State of 
Alaska. Facilities covered in Beaufort 
Sea will be located in both Federal and 
State waters. The lands in Norton Sound 
are leased by the U.S. Department of the 
Interior's Minerals Management Service 
(MMS) and are described in the 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
OCS Lease Sale 57. The lands in 
Beaufort Sea are jointly leased by the 
Deportment of the Interior and the State 
of Alaska and are described in the 
Beaufort Sea Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Federal/State Oil and 
Gas Lease Sale BF. Also included in the 
area of coverage of this general permit 
are the tracts which make up the State 
of Alaska Beaufort Sea Lease Sale 36. 
plus all previously State-leased tracts 
extending from the shoreline to 
approximately the 24 meter isobath and 
between the Canning and Kuparuk 
Rivera. 

These final general permits are based 
on the administrative record which 
includes the support document 
“Environmental Assessment: Drilling 
Fluids and Cuttings Released onto the 
OCS. On June 24.1983, Region 10 of the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
published in 48 FR 29050 a notice of two 
draft general permits which arc being 
issued as final permits today. The fact 
sheet, which is available upon request at 
the address listed below, sets forth the 
principal facts and the significant 
factual, legal, and policy questions 
considered in issuing these permits. 
Today's notice briefly reviews the 
conditions and requirements in these 
general permits. Copies of the permits 
and the Agency's response to comments 
received are reprinted as required by 40 
CFR 122.28. Changes in the final permits 
are listed and the justification for the 
changes from the draft permits is 
presented in the Agency's response to 
comments. EPA regulations and these 
permits contain a procedure which 
allows the owner or operator of a point 
source to obtain an individual permit. 
dates: Written request to be covered by 
these permits shall be provided as 
described in Part I A. to the Regional 
Administrator of EPA, Region 10, at 
least sixty (60) days prior to initiation of 
discharges. The 60-day notification 
requirement may be waived for those 
permittees who notified EPA during the 
public comment period on the draft 
permits. In order to receive coverage by 
the general permit, the permittee must 
receive notification from EPA that 
coverage has been granted. The final 
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NPDES genera! permits are effective 
immediately. 

address: Notifications and requests 
should be sent to the Regional 
Administrator. Environmental Protection 
Agency. Region 10.1200 Sixth Avenue. 
Attention: M/S 430. Seattle. Washington 
98101. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND COPIES 
OF FINAL PERMITS AND FACT SHEET 

contact: Duane Kama at the 
address listed above or telephone (206) 
442-1216. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. General Permits and Request for an 
Individual NPDES Permit 

Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act 
(the Act) provides that the discharge of 
pollutants is unlawful except in 
accordance with the terms of an NPDES 
permit. Under EPA's regulations (40 CFR 
122.26). EPA may issue a single general 
permit to a category of point sources 
located within the same geographic area 
if the regulated point sources: (1) Involve 
the same or substantially similar types 
of operations; (2) Discharge the same 
types of wastes; f3) Require the same 
effulent limitations or operating 
conditions; (4) Require similar 
monitoring requirements; and (5) In the 
opionion of the Regional Administrator, 
are more appropriately controlled under 
a general permit than under individual 
permits. 

The Regional Administrator of Region 
10 has determined that oil and gas 
facilities operating in the areas 
described in these general NPDES 
permits are mare appropriately 
controlled by general permits than by 
individual permits. The decision of the 
Regional Administrator is based on an 
evaluation of the 403(c) Ocean 
Discharge Criteria (45 FR 659421. the 
applications received for Beaufort Sea 
and Norton Sound, and the Agency's 
recent permit decisions in other areas of 
the OCS. 

Any owner or operator authorized to 
discharge under a general permit may 
request to be excluded from coverage 
under the general permit by applying for 
an individual permit as provided by 40 
CFR 12226(b). The operator shall submit 
an application together with the reasons 
supporting the request to the Regional 
Administrator. A source located within 
the general permit areas, excluded from 
coverage under one of the permits solely 
because it already has an individual 
permit may request that its individual 
permit be revoked, and that it be 
covered by the general permit Upon 
revocation of the individual permit, die 
general permit shall apply. Procedures 
for modification, revocation. 


termination, and processing of general 
permits are provided by 40 CFR 122.62- 
124.64. As in the case of individual 
permits, violation of any condition of a 
general permit constitutes a violation of 
the Act enforceable under section 309 of 
the Act. 

II. Nature of Discharge and Covered 
Facilities 

The Final general permits issued today 
authorize the discharge of drilling muds 
and cuttings and associated operational 
wastewaters from exploratory 
operations only, as defined in the 
permits. Exploration facilities are 
included in the Offshore Subcategory of 
the Oil and Gas Extraction Point Source 
Category (40 CFR Part 435). 

Development and production operations 
are not covered by these general 
permits. The general permits do not 
authorize discharges into any wetlands 
adjacent to the territorial waters of the 
State of Alaska or from facilities in the 
Onshore and Coastal Subcategories as 
defined in 40 CFR 435. 

III. Ocean Discharge Criteria 

Section 403 of the Act requires that an 
NPDES permits for a discharge into 
ocean waters be issued in compliance 
with EPA's guidelines for determining 
the degradation of marine waters. The 
final 403(c) Ocean Discharge Criteria 
guidelines published on October 3.1980. 
set forth specific criteria for a 
determination of unreasonable 
degradation that must be addressed 
prior to the Issuance of an NPDES 
permit. The Ocean Discharge Criteria 
determinations, which evaluate the 
application of these criteria to the 
discharges covered by these general 
permits, are contained in the 
administrative records for the permits. 

The Regional Administrator has 
concluded that oil and gas facilities 
operating under the effluent limitations 
and conditions in these general NPDES 
permits will no! cause unreasonable 
degradation of the marine environment 
pursuant to the Ocean Discharge 
Criteria guidelines. 

Three areas covered under the 
Beaufort Sea general permit are of 
particular concern. These involve 
discharges to stable ice between the 
mainland shoreline and the 2*m isobath, 
to shallow water (from the 2 m to the 5 
m isobath}, ami to the Stefansson Sound 
Boulder Patch. EPA has determined that 
controlled discharges of EPA approced 
muds to these areas will not cause 
unreasonable degradation of the marine 
environment Monitoring is required to 
verify that the continued discharge of 
effluents to these areas will not produce 


conditions in the future that would lead 
to unreasonable degradation. 

IV. Conditions in the Final General 
NPDES Permits 

A. Technology-Based Effluent 
Limitations and Other Discharge 
Limitations 

These permits reflect BIT effluent 
limitations for the Offshore Subcategory 
(40 CFR 435). All permits effective or 
issued after July 1.1984. are required by 
section 301(b)(2) of the Act to contain 
effluent limitations representing "Best 
Available Technology Economically 
Achievable" (BAT) for all categories 
and classes of point sources. Since BAT 
limitations have not been established, 
these permits have an expiration date of 
June 30,1964. to comply with the statute. 

BIT guidelines require a "no 
discharge of free oil" limitation for 
disc barges associated with exploratory 
drilling operations. This limitation 
requires that a discharge shall not cause 
a film or sheen upon or a discoloration 
on the surface of the water or adjoining 
shorelines or cause a sludge or emulsion 
to be deposited beneath the surface of 
the water or upon adjoining shorelines 
(40 CFR Part 435). 

The BIT limitation for sanitary waste 
requires that the concentration of 
chlorine be maintained as close to 1 mg/ 
1 as possible in sanitary waste 
discharges from oil and gas facilities 
housing ten or more persons. 
Additionally, these general permits 
provide that any exploratory drilling 
vessel using an approved murine 
sanitation device that complies with 
section 312 of the Act shall be in 
compliance with the final permit [40 
CFR 140{2JJ. 

In addition to the BFT effluent 
limitations, the permits include other 
conditions which limit the discharge of 
toxic substances such as dispersants, 
surfactants, and detergents, and 
particular additives in drilling muds. 
These general permits do not allow the 
discharge of any constituent in 
concentrations which exceed applicable 
marine water quality criteria (45 FR 
79318) after allowance for initial mixing 
(40 CFR 227.29). 

The Beaufort Sea genera) permit 
contains the following operating 
conditions; (1) In water deeper than 5 m. 
the discharge of drilling muds and 
cuttings is allowed with flow limitations 
and predilution requirements but 
without Held monitoring requirements 
(except for the boulder patch). (2) from 
water depths of 2 to 5 m. the discharge 
of muds and cottings is allowed with 
flow limitations, predilution and field 
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monitoring requirement*, and (3) from 
the mainland shoreline to water depths 
of 2 m. the discharge of muds and 
cuttings is prohibited during open water 
and unstable or broken Ice conditions. 
However, discharges to stable sea ice in 
the 0 to 2 in zone are authorized with 
field monitoring. The justifications for 
the prohibition of discharge in the 0 to 2 
m zone are further discussed in the 
response to comment*. Tlie predilution 
requirements and discharge rate 
limitations for the discharge of muds 
and cuttings are designed to provide 
adequate dilution and dispersion of the 
w astes, based on previous field studies, 
and to protect water quality und aquatic 
resources. 

EPA is confronted with a lack of data 
on discharges of drilling muds to the 
shallow areas (0 to 2 m depths). The 
application of technical models is 
limited at these depths. Available data 
indicate that dilution and dispersion 
would generally be limited due to the 
small amount of tidal action and would 
depend mostly on periodic strong winds 
and storms. Thus, there is a significant 
potential for accumulation of drilling 
fluids in these areas. The shoreline 
waters of the Beaufort Sea 0 to 2 m deep 
provide important feeding and migratory 
habitat for a large number of aquatic 
species. Therefore, EPA cannot conclude 
that the discharge of muds and cuttings 
to these shallow receiving waters would 
not cause irreparable harm to the 
environment. 

B. Monitoring and Enforcement 

These general permits require 
dischnrgers to report quarterly on the 
flow of muds and cuttings, the daily 
results of the laboratory sheen test, the 
pH of test fluids when discharged, and 
the chlorine residual in sanitary waste 
discharges. Monthly flow rqje estimates 
are required for deck drainage and 
sanitary and domestic wastes. The 
permittee must maintain a chemical 
inventory of all constituents added 
downhole and their volume. Other 
reports are required for the emergency 
use of non-approved drilling muds. A 
provision has been added for reporting 
the anticipated used of non-approved 
drilling muds and additives, as 
discussed in the response to comments. 

field monitoring will be required in 
the Beaufort Sea area to assess the fate, 
effects, and persistence of drilling muds 
m shallow water and in the boulder 
patch. Monitoring is to ensure that the 
continued discharge of effluents will not 
cause adverse accumulation or 
environmental impacts in these areas. 


V. Oilier Legal Requirements 

Oil Spill Requirements: Section 311 of 
the Act prohibits the discharge of oil 
and hazardous materials in harmful 
quantities. Routine discharges 
specifically controlled by these permits 
are excluded from the provisions of 
section 311. However, these permits do 
not preclude the institution of legal 
action or relieve the permittee from any 
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties 
for other unauthorized discharges of 
toxic pollutants which are covered by 
section 311 of the Act 

Endangered Species Act: Based on 
information provided by the Federal 
enviromentai impact statements 
prepared lor each of the lease sale 
areas, EPA has concluded that the 
discharges authorized by these general 
permits will neither jeopardize die 
continued existence of any endangered 
or threatened species nor adversely 
affect its critical habitat Further, EPA 
has addressed the commemts made by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
on the draft permits. EPA will initiate 
consultation should new information 
reveal impacts not previously 
considered, should the activities be 
modified in a manner beyond the scope 
of the original opinion, or should the 
activities affect a newly listed species. 

Coastal Zone Management Act: The 
requirements for Slate Coastal Zone 
Management review and approval were 
satisfied prior to issuance of these 
general permits. 

State Certification: Since State waters 
are involved in the Beaufort Sea general 
permit. Section 401 provisions of the Act 
were satisfied prior to issuance of this 
permit. - 

As discussed in the June 24.1083, 
notice for these general permits (48 FR 
29050), they will comply also with the 
requirements of the Marine Protection. 
Research, and Sancturartas Act. the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. and the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act. The Office of 
Management and Budget has exempted 
this action from the review requirements 
of Executive Order 12291. 

Economic Impact (Executive Order 
12201): The Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) has exempted this action 
from the review requirement of 
Executive Order 12291 pursuant to 
Section 8{b) of that order. 

Paperwork Reduction Act: EPA has 
reviewed the requirements imposed on 
regulated facilities in these final general 
permits under the Paperwork Reduction 
Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et aeq. The 
information collection requirements of 
the submissions made for the NPOES 
permit program under the provisions of 


the Clean Water Act. Comments 
received during the public comment 
period on information collection 
requirements contained in the draft 
general permits are addressed in 
Appendix A, Public Comments, of this 
notice. 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act After 
review of the facts presented in the 
notice of intent printed above, I hereby 
certify, pursuant to the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 605(b), that these general permits 
will not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Moreover, it reduces a significant 
administrative burden on regulated 
sources. 

Effective Dale: The final NPDES 
general permits issued today are 
effective immediately. Ordinarily. EPA 
would issue these permits and allow 30 
days before making the final permits 
effective. However. EPA may, under 5 
U.S.C. 553(d)(1) make the permits 
effective immediately because it relieves 
a restriction on the regulated community 
by authorizing the discharge of 
pollutants in compliance with its terms. 
Without a permit, discharges of 
pollutants are prohibited under section 
301 of the Clean Water Act. Moreover, 
because the 30-day period between the 
date of issuance and the date of 
effectiveness is provided to afford 
administrative appeal, a procedure 
which is not available for general 
permit, no purpose is served by delaying 
the effective date. 

Dated: November 22,1083, 

L Edwin Coate, 

Acting Regional Administrator, Region 10. 

Appendix A—Public Comments 

Public hearings were held on the Beaufort 
Sea proposed genera! NPDES permits in 
Barrow, Alaska on July 27-28.1983 and in 
Anchorage, Alaska on August 1,1983. Public 
hearings on the Norton Sound proposed 
general NPDES permit were held in Nome. 
Alaska on July 29.1983 and in Anchorage. 
Alaska on August 2.1983. Numerous 
comments wore submitted to EPA during 
these public bearings and within the public 
comment period which dosed on August 15. 
1983. The following individuals testified 
during the bearing: 

Tom Albert North Slope Borough 
Jo Ann L Loncar. North Slope Borough 
Warren O. Matumeak. North Slope Borough 
George Divoky. University of Alaska 
Tim Holder. City of Nome 
Robert Okitkun. Kotlik City Council 
Martin Okitkun. Kotlik City Council 
William D Maer. Alaska Oil and Gas 

Assodation 

CD. Sharma, University of Alaska 
Richard C. Miller Northern Technical 

Services 

Robert C. Ayers, Jr.. Exxon Company. USA 
Jeffrey M. Eustis. Trustees for Alaska 
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Ken Hamm. Nunam Kitlutsisti 
David Benton. Friends of the Earth. 

The following parties responded with 
written comments during the public comment 
period: 

Alaska Oil and Gas Association 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
City of Nome 

Bering Straits Coastal Resource Service Area 

Board 

Cultsta Corporation 
Conoco. Inc. 

North Slope Borough 
Kuwerak. Inc. 

Unalukleet Native Corporation 
Phillips Petroleum Company 
Texaco. USA 

Minerals Management Service (MMS) 
Chevron, USA. Inc. 

ARCO Alaska. Inc. 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

Exxon Company, USA 

Trustees for Alaska 

NOAA, Office of Ocean and Coastal 

Resource Management 
State of Alaska. Deportment of 

Environmental Conservation 
State of Alaska, Office of Management and 

Budget. 

The following party submitted comments 
which were mailed and received after the 
public comment period, which ended on 
August 15.1903: 

Natural Resources Da feme Council. Inc . 

Siipiflcant comments presented during the 
public comment period and at the public 
hearings were reviewed by EPA and 
considered in the formulation of the final 
decision regarding the proposed permits. Our 
responses to the comments are as follows: 

Comment: Several oil companies and their 
trade association expressed concern for 
Region 10’s approach in issuing separate 
general permits for each lease tale area. They 
believe that ample data are available to 
support a single general NPDF.S permit for all 
Alaskan offshore waters. 

Response: We have concluded that 
information is not available at this time to 
aridies* the Ocean Discharge Criteria (40 
CFR 125.122] requirements for a single 
general permit for the entire Alaskan outer 
continental sheif (OCS). Further, we believe 
the significantly different environmental 
conditions on the Alaskan OCS cannot be 
adequately addressed by the effluent 
limitations, operating conditions and 
monitoring requirements of a single permit. 
The administrative and compliance 
requirements of such a permit would be 
unmanageable. However, after completing 
seven separate Ocean Discharge Criteria 
Evaluations for lease areas off the North 
Slope, in the Bering Sea and off Alaska's 
south coast, we believe general permits can 
be prepared that would include two or more 
kese sale areas with similar environmental 
conditions. We are proceeding with this 
approach for lease sales in the Beaufort and 
Bering Seas. 

Comment- The permit should more fully 
describe the decision criteria for requiring 
monitoring. 

Response: The decision criteria for 
monitoring is a subject of the Ocean 


Discharge Criteria evaluation process, not the 
permit. The permit reflects the findings of the 
evaluation. The Ocean Discharge Criteria 
may require monitoring in two cases. It may 
be required (1) to verify that continued 
discharges will not cause unreasonable 
degradation, or (2) to collect data required to 
make a determination of unreasonable 
degradation if there is insufficient 
information prior to permit issuance. 

Comment: EPA should develop a simple 
mechanism for reissuing the permits after or 
extending the permits beyond the June 30. 
1984. expiration date mandated by section 
301(b)(2) the Clean Water Act. 

Response: At present we have no simple 
legal mechanisms for reissuing or extending 
these permits since they will have to be 
modified to reflect guidelines for best 
available technology economically 
achievable (BAT) after June 30,1984. BAT 
guidelines are scheduled to be proposed in 
late 1963 or early 1984. Prior to the permit 
expiration date, we plan to evaluate the 
proposed regulations and to reissue these 
permits, incorporating our best professional 
judgment for the application of BAT 
requirements. 

Comment: Will the permits be continued 
under the authority of Section 9(b) of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (APA), 5 US. C. 
558(c) if EPA is unable to formally renew, 
extend or reissue these permits by June 30. 
1984? 

Response: Individual permits can be 
continued under the authority of APA. 
However, the provisions of this Act do not 
authorize EPA to continue general NPDES 
permits in a similar manner. The general 
permit does not require the permittee to 
submit an NPDES application, which it 
needed if the permit is to be continued under 
the APA. 

Comment: The discharge rate and 
prediction requirements in both permits are 
excessive and unnecessary. 

Response: The discharge rate and 
preiiiiution options for waters deeper that 10 
m are presently being reevaluated by Region 
10. We expect to complete this evaluation 
and apply the findings to the first generation 
of the BAT permits. Until the reevaluation is 
completed the requirements in the permit 
constitute our best professional judgement of 
what is needed in these areas to ensure 
adequate effluent dilution in the wo ter 
column and to aid in the dispersion of the 
waste solids. As noted in the administrative 
record, we are particularly concerned about 
those areas inside of the barrior island. From 
our knowledge of offshore operations, we do 
not believe the effulent limitations are 
excessive. 

Comment’ Forma) clarification was 
requested on whether Region 10 will prohibit 
the discharge of an entire drilling mud system 
to which a diesel "pill" has been added and 
then removed, along with appropriate “buffer 
zones" of contaminated mud. 

Response: EPA hus not determined if a 
mud system is acceptable for discharge after 
the diesel “pill’* and a “buffer zone" of 
contaminated mud have been removed. No 
information is available on the degree to 
which the remaining mud system is 
contaminated with diesel. Conversely, recent 


studies have been completed which indicate 
that "generic muds 4 ’ containing what appears 
to be diesel have toxidties significantly 
greater than those reported for the 
uncontaminated mud. Therefore, until we 
have adequate information on the efficiency 
of the removal operation for diesel and 
contaminated mud. the Region's position is 
that the discharge of a mud system which 
contained a diesel "pill" is prohibited. 

Comment The laboratory (static) sheen 
test is too conservative and may give a 
positive result with a drilling mud that 
contains no oil. Also, clarification is needed 
on the static sheen test protocol, as discussed 
by the Offshore Operators Committee (OOC) 
in their August 2.1983. comments to EPA, 

! leadquarters. 

Response: Preliminory EPA results indicate 
that the static sheen test will not produce a 
sheen with EPA-approved muds containing 
no added oil. Therefore, EPA does not agree 
that the static sheen test is too conservative, 
especially In the absence of any other data 
which indicate positive results with no added 
oil. We expect that this test will be a prartial 
method for the detection of free oil. especially 
for conditions of sea-ice cover and stormy 
weather. If the static sheen test is positive 
during routine daily discharges, the permittee 
is required to conduct additional analyses to 
detect the presence of diesel oil as a 
contaminant This additional analysis will 
also serve to provide a backup analysis to 
verify the results of the static sheen test 
when positive results are obtained. 

Region 10 has written clarification on the 
particular aspects of the static sheen test 
protocol that were addressed by the OOC in 
their eorlier comments to EPA. Washington, 
D.C. This written clarification will serve as 
the regional guidance on the use of the test 
protocol until such time that national 
guidance becomes available. Final EPA 
recommendations of the static sheen test 
protocol are expected in early 1984 as pari of 
the development of effluent guidelines for the 
offshore subcategory of the oil and gas 
extraction industry. 

Comment: Testing for oil and grease 
concentrations does not seem particularly 
appropriate for mud and cuttings discharges. 
Since the effluent guidelines address only the 
discharge of free oil and its potential for 
creating a sheen or flim. there does not seem 
to be a basis for establishing a limitation on 
the residual oil that is tightly bound to the 
particulates in the absence of any showing of 
potential harm. 

Response: We are concerned about the 
potential environmental impacts caused by 
residual oil that la tightly bound to 
particulates. However, we chose not lo 
include numeric limits on oil and grease in 
addition to the requirements for determining 
no discharge of free oil or diesel oil This 
decision was based on a number of 
considerations, including the limitation® of 
the analytical (technique. the nature of the 
operations covered by the general permit and 
the applicable Bin* effluent guidelines. 

The general permits contain a requirement 
for analysis of total extractable oil and 
grease as a condition of the section 401 
certification by the State of Alaska. The State 








Federal Register / Vol. 46. No. 236 / Wedne8day. December 7, 1983 / Notices 


54885 


has imposed this requirement only under 
particular conditions and only in State waters 
in order to assess the amount of particulate- 
bound oil and grease. 

Comment The heavy metals analyses 
required by the permits represent 
unnecessary date gathering for which the 
Agency will have little use. 

Response: The mental analyses are to 
ensure that the “generic** muds discharged 
during drilling operations on the Alaska OCS 
are comparable to those used in other OOC 
areas. Further, the analysis is needed to 
determine the discharge concentrations of the 
metals which will be analyzed during the 
field monitoring programs required by certain 
permit conditions. Alter sufficient data have 
been collected, the requirement will be 
reduced or dropped by the Regional 
Administrator, depending on the results of 
prior analyses and case-by-case evaluations 
of drilling operations. 

Comment The sediment monitoring 
requirement in the Norton Sound permit is 
excessive and unnecessary. 

Response: The monitoring would be 
required for only one facility that is located 
in less than 20 m of water and only if there 
are discharges of drilling muds and cuttings 
during the winter when unstable or broken 
ice conditions are present. The Region is 
concerned about the fate and persistence of 
discharged muds and cuttings during the 
winter when reduced current velocities are 
expected to occur. This information is needed 
to confirm the Agency’s conclusions 
regarding compliance with the Section 403c 
criteria and as a basis for future permit 
decisions. We do not consider a monitoring 
requirement for single facility to be 
excessive. 

Comment There is an over-reliance on a 
too sparse data base regarding the likely fate 
and effects of drilling discharges into the 
Alaska Beaufort Sea. 

Response: We agree thst limited fate and 
effects information is available for shallow 
water discharges. As a result, extensive 
monitoring programs are required by the 
permits. Wc have concluded that further 
information is needed to assess the impact of 
discharges on water, sediment and. where 
appropriate, biologidal quality in the 
Beaufort Sea and Norton Sound. 

Comment The proposed monitoring for 
Zone 2 (2-8 m water depth), the Boulder 
Patch and for areas containing “significant 
biological communities* 4 In the Beaufort Sea 
permit is unnecessary and should not be 
required. 

Response: Only a few field studies are 
available on the fate and effect of drilling 
muds and cuttings discharged to shallow 
water In the Beaufort Sea. These studies 
involve discharge volumes that are less than 
30% of the solids expected from a single well. 
Therefore, we believe they have limited 
applicability in making projections on the 
■oipacts associated with multiple-well 
discharges in a localized area. Further, no 
open water or below-ice studies have been 
conducted m less than 5 m of water. Some 
information Is available on the effects of 
gravel island construction in the Boulder 
Patch, but fate and effect studies for 
discharged drilling muds and cuttings are 


lacking entirely for this area. Therefore, 
monitoring is required to verify that effluent 
discharges to these areas will not produce 
conditions in the future that would lead to 
unreasonable degradation. 

Comment’The definition of ‘‘significant 
biological communities*' in the Beaufort Sea 
permit is too restrictive. It does not appear to 
include overwintering areas for fish. 

Response: The definition is intended to 
cover "boulder patches'* which may be 
discovered by the environmental surveys 
required of the permittees by the MMS. 
Below-ice overwintering habitats for fish, 
which would require more restrictive effluent 
limitations, have not been identified in the 
area covered by the permit. If future 
information shows that an exploration 
operation will locate in an area containing 
unique, susceptible or sensitive resources and 
the general permit requirements do not 
adequately protect these resources or 
habitats, EPA will request that an individual 
permit be obtained so the operation can be 
properly regulated. 

Comment A monitoring program is needed 
to document the initial deposition and long¬ 
term res us pension and transport of 
discharged solids in the Beaufort Sea. 

Response: We concur. Monitoring of the 
Initial deposition will be included where 
possible, in the monitoring requirements 
contained in the Beaufort Sea permit. 
However, prior to initiating a long-term 
resuspension and transport monitoring 
program, we want to be certain the quantity 
of material released can be tracked on a long¬ 
term basis. Past discharges of limited 
quantities of drilling mud In the Beaufort Sea 
have not been detectable beyond the near¬ 
field area. 

Comment A common ter did not support 
the general permit conditions allowing 
unmonitored discharges in water deeper than 
5 m in the Beaufort Sea. The fate of 
discharges in this area inside of the barrier 
Islands should be more carefully assessed. 

Response: The permit identifies four areas 
where comprehensive monotoring will be 
required for discharges of drilling muds and 
cuttings inside of the barrier islands. Two of 
these monitoring requirements will be for 
discharges which will likely be to waters 
deeper than 5 m. Until we gain further 
Information from these ana other ongoing 
studies, we do not believe it is appropriate to 
require a separate monitoring program for all 
operations inside the barrier islands. 

Comment Concern was expressed for the 
“oprn-endedness** of the monitoring 
programs in the Beaufort Sea permit 

Response: It was not intended that all 
permittees would have to monitor if they 
operate in an ares requiring monitoring. 
Ideally a single comprehensive, coordinated, 
and properly designed environmental 
monitoring program should be planned and 
conducted in each area of interest. The extent 
to which discharges to each area of interest 
will be studied, however, depends on the 
siting plans for exploration. To ensure that 
unnecessary and duplicative monitoring 
studies arc avoided, all monitoring programs 
would be coordinated with other federal and 
state agencies and industry. 

Comment* The “no discharge zone** from 
the mainland shoreline to the 2-meter isobath 


in the Beaufort Sea permit is not supported 
by a finding of unreasonable degradation for 
discharges in this area In the ODCE for the 
permit. 

Response: Clearly, there is insufficient 
information either from field or laboratory 
studios to determine prior to permit issuance 
that there will be no unreasonable 
degradation of the marine environment for 
discharges to the 0-2 m area. Further, there is 
no information by which the Region can 
make a determination that a discharge to the 
0-2 m area will or will not cause irreparable 
harm. Field studies on dilution and dispersion 
in open water have not been conducted in 
this area. The shallowest open water study in 
the Beaufort Sea was in approximately 6 m of 
water, and it involved a very limited (500 bbl) 
discharge volume. Further, the other tools 
(eg., physical and numerical models] used to 
evaluate discharges in deeper water either 
can not be used in such shallow water due to 
limitations in the model or lack of field 
verificatcm. Therefore, the Region will 
prohibit discharges to the 0-2 m area and 
require an extensive monitoring effort on the 
fate and effects of discharges to the 2-6 m 
area. We believe this approach is reasonable 
considering that aquatic resources in shallow 
water may be significantly impacted due to 
the reduced water volume (depth) available 
for dilution and dispersion of drilling muds. 

Comment Strong objections were received 
on the draft permit provision which allows 
on-ice discharge in Zone 1 (0-2 m water 
depth). Since this ice does not move, drilling 
muds and cuttings discharged in this area 
may enter very shallow water during 
breakup. 

Response: We agree there is insufficient 
information on the fate of drilling muds and 
cuttings discharged on-ice inside of the 2 m 
isobath. One possfbe exception may be 
discharges on ioe influenced by river runoff 
in the spring. Field studies in 1 to 1.7 m of 
water off the Sagsvanirktok River showed 
that extensive above-ice flooding dispensed 
drilling effluents prior to breakup. These 
studies, however, involved only about 1100 
and 2200 bbl of drilling effluent. To provide a 
more complete data base for analysis, the 
Agency will require a monitoring program to 
evaluate discharges in areas both within and 
outside the influence of rivers. This 
additional requirement has been added to the 
Beaufort Sea permit in Fart tl A.l4i.(2). 

Comment It was suggested that monitoring 
be required of representative exploration 
facilities for compliance with water quality 
criteria within and beyond any proposed 
mixing zone. 

Response: Monitoring of potential water 
quality impacts is planned for shallow water 
discharges in the Beaufort Sea. The scope of 
these studies will be developed by EFA after 
coordination with interested State and 
Federal resource agencies and industry. 

Comment Discharges during the period of 
freeze-up should be restricted so as not to 
reduce light penetration through the ice and 
therefore reduce primary production. 

Response: Several reports are avoidable 
that indicate considerable natural bottom 
sediments may became incorporated within 
the Ice during freeze-up. For example. 
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estimates of 1000 m'/km* for the average 
natural sediment concentration in ice have 
been reported. Depending on weather 
conditions at freezc-up. natural sediment can 
be present in ice over a wide area. In 
compariston, the total solids released during 
an exploration well where the discharge 
occurs over several months is about 1000 m*. 
Any incremental effects on primary 
production caused by solids discharged on or 
in ice from oil and gas exploration operations 
appears to be insignificant. 

Comment: A monitoring program is needed 
to study the fate of on-ice discharges in 
Norton Sound 

Response; The dominant direction of ice 
movement in the lease area is reported to be 
to the southwest and into deeper water More 
than adequate dilution and dispersion should 
occur as the muds are slowly released as the 
ice flows breakup and melt. Therefore, we 
have concluded that a monitoring effort is not 
appropriate. 

Comment: Concern was expressed that 
discharges of drilling muds in Norton Sound 
(lease Sale 57) may be transported onshore, 
particularly during storm surges, and impact 
Yukon Delta aquatic resources. 

Response: After considering the nature and 
volume of the discharges associated with 
exploration drilling and that the lease area is 
at least 12 miles offshore, we do not believe 
that significant amounts of drilling muds, if 
any, will be transported onto the Yukon 
Delta. Some materials may be transported 
laterally along isobaths with the cyclonic 
currents in this area, but the net sediment 
movement for delta areas is usually offshore. 

Comment: Several commentcrs believed 
that is is not appropriate to use the results of 
Held studies from other OCS areas in making 
projections on the fate and effects of drilling 
mud discharges in Norton Sound. 

Response: By evaluating a number of Held 
studios representing a range of conditions, we 
can predict the general fate and effectes of 
drilling muds discharged under similar 
conditions. The main parameters which 
determine the fate and effects of the 
discharge include the discharge composition, 
flow rate, duration, hydrographic 
characteristics of the receiving water, and the 
composition and vulnerability of the 
biological communities. The expected 
conditions for open water discharge in 
Norton Sound are similar in may respects to 
those encountered in other field studies. 
Further, a comprehensive mud dispersion 
study was recently completed at ARCO'a 
COST well No. 2 in Norton Sound. Therefore, 
we have concluded that results from these 
studies can be used to evaluate discharges 
covered by this permit The exception where 
EPA believes that additional information is 
required is for discharges during the winter 
shallow areas (less than 20 m). The general 
permit requires a sediment monitoring 
program if such discharges occur. 

Comment: Baseline studies should be 
conducted on heavy metal concentrations In 
benthic organisms near proposed discharges 
to monitor levels of bioaccumulation 
throughout the period of exploratory 
operations. 

Response: Except for biologically sensitive 
areas, the Regional approach for field 


monitoring will be to focus on the fate of 
discharged muds and cuttings. Existing 
studies related to bioaccumulation of heavy 
metals from drilling muds suggest that 
bioaccumulation does not appear to be a 
problem during exploratory drilling. 
Therefore, we believe future monitoring 
efforts for exploration activities should 
initially focus on accurately defining tho 
areal extent of any heavy metal 
contamination of the sediments. This 
information will allow us to obtain a clear 
understanding of what is available for 
bioaccumulation prior to initiating areawide 
studies on metals concentrations in benthic 
organisms. 

In biologically sensitive areas 
bioaccumulation monitoring may be required 
concurrent with fate monitoring, depending 
on the nature of the discharge and the 
resources potentially impacted. 

Comment: Several native groups were 
concerned about the potential for 
contamination of food chain organisms, 
particularly species eventually consumed by 
humans. 

Response: EPA has evaluated this concern 
in the Ocean Discharge Criteria Evaluations 
for the Norton Sound, the Beaufort Sea and 
other lease sale areas. We have concluded 
that at the currently known levels of 
accumulation in marine spedes and at the 
levels found as a result of exploration drilling 
activities, the discharges authorized by these 
general permits are not expected to result in 
health or environmental hazards due to 
bioaccumulation. 

Comment: In Norton Sound, further studies 
on water circulation and tides are needed to 
determine the extent of the transport and 
persistence of discharged drilling muds. 

Response: Ocean Discharge Criteria 
Evaluation for Lease Sale 57 contains 
adequate data on the circulation and tides In 
Norton Sound to predict that drilling muds 
discharged under most conditions will not 
persist in large accumulations over time. 
During most of the year, the lease sale area in 
Norton Sound is a dynamic, erosional 
environment where currents and storm 
generated waves are expected to resuspend 
and disperse drilling muds. However, we do 
agree that further field studies are needed for 
discharges during winter unstable or broken 
ice conditions. This requirement is 
summarized in Appendix A of the Norton 
Sound permit. 

Comment' The permit does not clearly 
define what types of wells ore exploratory. 
Delineation wells appear to be included in 
the definition. 

Response: Exploration activities have been 
further defined, with a limit of no more than 
five wells at a single site. Delineation wells 
may be included in this total if they are 
needed to define the nature of potential 
hydrocarbon reserves. 

Comment Limiting exploration activities to 
five wells at a single site serves no purpose 
since there are practical constraints on how 
many wells can be drilled at one location in a 
given year. 

Response: Limiting the number of 
exploration wells allows for the control and. 
if needed, further monitoring of the 
discharges from exploration activities. Our 


overriding concern is that an odequate 
hazard assessment is lacking for a multi-well 
discharge at a single site, particularly in 
shallow water. We have concluded that this 
approach is reasonable and necessary for the 
Agency to properly evaluate the impacts 
associated with these discharges. 

Comment Maximum number of wells 
authorized uni single site during exploratory 
drilling shoutd be limited to three wells. Any 
wells beyond that number should require 
environmental monitoring. 

Response : For the purposes of coverage by 
the permits, the Region has determined that 
exploration at a single site should be limited 
to no more than five wells. Limiting 
exploration drilling to fewer than five wells 
would seriously reduce the effectiveness of 
the general permits without accomplishing a 
significantly increased degree of 
environmental protection. Nonetheless, the 
monitoring programs required in the permits 
will likely evaluate discharges of two to five 
wells at a single location. 

Comment No basis exists for EPA to 
conclude that a particular number of wells at 
a site would result in no unreasonable 
degradation. 

Response: We used our best professional 
judgement in establishing the five well 
limitation for exploration operations. In the 
areas where we have concern for the fate and 
effect of drilling mud discharges, 
environmental monitoring programs would to 
initiated for discharges involving less than 
five wells. Through these monitoring efforts, 
we will gain more definitive information on 
what level of discharges may cause 
unreasonable degradation in a particular 
habitat. 

Comment Provisions should be added to 
the permits to allow for the anticipated use of 
non-approved drilling muds and additives 

Response: Region 10 concurs that such 
provisions would be useful and. in fact, 
preferred over the provisions for emergency 
use end discharge in the permits. New 
sections for “anticipated discharge” have 
been added at Part II A.1.c.(9) ond Part II 
A.I.J.. respectively, in the Bearfort Sea and 
Norton Sound permits. 

Comment The toxic effects of the acids in 
test fluids should be evaluated. 

Response: Additional effluent limitations 
which address this concern have been added 
at Part II A.3 b. in each permit. 

Comment: The permit does not address the 
presence of dissolved hydrocarbons in 
formation waters. The permit should require 
testing for the presence of dissolved 
hydrocarbons and a prohibition of their 
discharge. 

Response: Formation (produced) waters 
have been addressed in each permit at Purl II 
A.3.C. The discharge of these waters la 
prohibited. 

Comment The approved drilling muds and 
additives list in the permits is antiquated and 
needs to be expanded based on the 
experience of other EPA regional offices. 

Response: Clearly, the current approved 
muds list is useful since ft encompasses the 
majority of wuter-based mud types used by 
industry. However, if permittees expect to 
use non-approved muds, they should request 
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approval through the permit provisions for 
"anticipated discharge" of non-npproved 
drilling muds or additive. Permittees may 
submit data previously submitted to other 
EPA Regions for regional approval: however, 
additional information may be required. 
Region 10 cannot automatically expand the 
approved drilling muds list based on 
experience in other regions since specific 
environmental concerns will vary with each 
geographical area. 

Comment: The Regional Administrator 
needs more flexibility in deciding whether to 
require bioassays on muds to which a non* 
approved additive has been added The 
determining factor should be the toxicity of 
the additive. 

Response: There is flexibility in the 
bioassay requirements for non*approved 
muds and additives under the "anticipated 
discharge" provisions which have been 
added to each permit. Most new muds or 
additives should be considered under these 
provisions rather than under those for 
'emergency use" which may be considered 
less flexible. 

Comment: Justification Is unclear why 
bioassays ore required only after a non- 
app roved drilling mud or additive has been 
discharged for over 24 hours. Is the 24 hour 
measurement continuous or cumulative? 

Response: The "emergency use" provisions 
which authorize this discharge are intended 
to allow the permittee to maintain or regain 
control of drilling operations in situations 
were loss of control is imminent and poses an 
immediate and clear danger to human health 
and the surrounding environment. A 
continuous measurement would apply for the 
24-hour period. The requirement had been 
further defined by requiring bioossavs if 
discharges occur on more than three separate 
days regardless of the duration of the 
discharge. We do not believe that it is 
reasonable to automatically require 
bioassays for discharges less than the 
continuous 24-hour or 3-day periods. 

Comment: There is no justification for 
prohibiting the stockpiling of drilling muds 
during the winter for later discharge to open 
water. 

Response: Disposal of drilling muds and 
cuttings on stable ice is the environmentally 
preferred method of disposal during winter 
drilling operations. However, stockpiling of 
muds and cuttings for subsequent open water 
disposal is allowed when advanced stages of 
sca-ice breakup in the spring prohibit 
disposal on ice. We understand, from 
mformotion presented by industry, that it is 
economically and logistically prohibitive to 
stockpile muds and cuttings during the winter 
on an artificial island. Therefore, we do not 
consider this requirement to be unreasonable 

Comment ■ It was suggested that EPA 
require on-ice or onshore disposal of drilling 
muds and cuttings whenever possible. 

Hurtlier, in-water discharges to special or 
sensitive aquatic areas should be prohibited. 

Response: The permits do require on-ice 
disposal if stable ice Is present during the 
winter. Onshore disposal (or no onsite 
discharge) may be required (1) if the impacts 
associated with onsite discharge are 
unacceptable (i.e.. caused unreasonable 
degradation of the marine environment), or 


(2) if insufficient information is available to 
make the determination concerning 
unreasonable degradation and onshore 
disposal is a reasonable alternative. These 
determinations are a function of the Ocean 
Discharge Criteria Evaluation (ODCE). 
Through the ODCE process, we have 
identified shallow water (0. to 2 m in depth) 
as a sensitive aquatic area where discharges 
are prohibited. Discharges to other special or 
sensitive areas will require environmental 
monitoring. 

Comment: The effluent limitations in the 
Beaufort Sea permit using the proposed depth 
criteria should be satisfactory for exposed 
waters, but they may not be adequate for 
semi-enclosed waters. 

Response: We share the concern that all 
discharges of drilling muds and cuttings to 
semi-enclosed waters need to be regulated 
such that adequate dilution and dispersion 
occurs after discharge. Considering the 
dilution and dispersion studies reviewed in 
the Ocean Discharge Criteria Evaluation for 
this lease area, we expect that the discharges 
will not cause unacceptable water quality or 
aquatic resource impacts to occur. 
Nonetheless, the general permit does require 
the permittee to provide EPA with a 
description, location and water depth of 
proposed operations 60 days prior to the 
initiation of discharges. If a proposed 
exploration operation is located in an area 
having unacceptable flushing characteristics, 
we can request that the permittee obtain an 
individual permit, which would have effluent 
limitations and operating conditions more 
restrictive than the general permit. 

Comment: Drilling muds and cuttings 
discharged inside the barrier islands in the 
Beaufort Sea may not be dispersed and could 
accumulate in deeper lagoon areas. A long¬ 
term buildup of toxic components could 
occur. 

Response: We believe the solids for drilling 
muds and cuttings from exploration 
operations near or in lagoonal areas inside 
the barrier islands will be adequately 
dispersed during the open water period. 
Periodic storms produce erosional forces that 
are very active on and inside of the barrier 
islands. The storms generate significant 
tubulence and produce bottom currents that 
can resuspend and transports and-size 
sediments. W r e do not believe the limited 
amount of sotids released by exploration 
operations under the proposed permit 
conditions will cause a buildup of toxic 
components to occur. 

Comment: The permits neglect to specify 
how enforcement of permit conditions will 
occur. If EPA is going to grant such major 
permits, it must have a well-defined and 
adequate plan for on-site inspections to 
ensure compliance with the terms of the 
permits. 

Response: It is not within the scope of 
these NPDES permits to rigidly define the 
way in which enforcement shall occur. 

Should forma] enforcement be required, it 
will be conducted in accordance with 
established procedures; either administrative, 
civil or criminal. We routinely target facilities 
for compliance verification inspections. The 
criteria used to select these facilities 
includes: the date of last compliance 


inspection, compliance history (with permit 
terms and previous inspections), relative 
impact of the facility's discharge to the 
receiving water, and maximization of the 
inspector's time (I.®,. geographic grouping of 
facilities). Additionally. EPA and the 
Department of Interior. Minerals 
Management Service, ore developing a joint 
agreement which would provide for MMS 
involvement In the EPA compliance program. 

Comment: A commenter urged the federal 
government to monitor the discharges rather 
than allow self-monitoring by the permittees. 

Response: In passing the Clean Water Act 
into law. the Congress of the United States, 
expressly contemplated a self-monitoring 
system for inclusion in NPDES permits issued 
under that Act. Self-monitoring has been 
required In NPDES permits since the early 
1970's and has proved an effective, viable 
means of ascertaining compliance with 
applicable effluent limits. The false reporting 
of self-monitored information can carry 
significant penalties, both civil and criminal. 
The accuracy of the reports is verified during 
on-site inspection conducted by EPA 
personnel. 

Comment: The general: permits will require 
dischargers to report monthly on the daily 
maximum and monthly average discharge 
flows of muds and cuttings, the daily 
laboratory sheen test, and the chlorine in 
sanitary waste discharges. These strict 
reporting requirements will have no 
environmental benefits and will greatly 
increase the paperw ork burden of the 
permittee. 

Response: The reporting requirements of 
these permits are quarterly, not monthly as is 
the case for individual NPDES permits. As 
such, we believe this represents a reduction 
in paperwork and maintains a reporting 
requirement appropriate for environmentally 
sensitive frontier oil and gas exploration 
areas. 

Comment: It is recommended that EPA 
acknowledge that other Federal requirements 
related to the discharge of muds and cuttings 
exist (i.e. Department of Interior's Lease 
Stipulation No. 6) and include rationale to 
support or reconcile differences between the 
lease stipulation and EPA’s discharge 
limitation bused upon water depth. 

Response: EPA acknowledges that oil and 
gas exploration activities are also controlled 
by the Department of Interior's lease 
stipulations. However, under Sections 402 
and 403 of the Clean Water Act. EPA has 
primary responsibility for developing NPDES 
permit conditions. The rationale for permit 
conditions was developed through the Ocean 
Discharge Criteria Evaluation process 
required by Section 403 of the Act. 

Comment: The use of bagged muds and 
cuttings for fill or armoring of man-made 
islands should be prohibited. 

Response. The permits issued by EPA 
regulate the discharge of drilling muds and 
cuttings to offshore waters. If these materials 
are used as fill or for erosion protection in 
island construction, their use should be 
regulated by the permit process administered 
by the U.S. Corps of Engineers. 

Comment: The draft document on the fate 
and effects of discharged drilling muds and 
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cuttings prepared by the Marine Beard of the 
National Academy of Sciences should be 
considered before EPA finalizes these 
permits. 

Response: Although we have a pre-draft 
copy of the National Academy of Sciences 
report, it U not available for citation at this 
time. The conclusions which we have 
reached in drafting the permits, however, ore 
in accordance with the findings of the report. 
(Permit No.: AKC2fttOOO| 

General NPDES Permit, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, 
Seattle. Washington 8B101 

Authorization To Discharge Under the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System* for Offshore Oil and Cos Exploration 
and Cost Welle 

In compliance with the provisions of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act. as 
amended. {33 U.S.C. 1251 et teq.: the •‘Act"), 
the following discharges are authorized: 
Drilling Mud (Discharge 001), 

Drill Cuttings and Washwuter (Discharge 

002 ), 

Deck Drainage (Discharge 003), 

Sanitary Wastes (Discharge 0041, 

Domestic Wastes (Discharge 0GS), 

Desalinizetion Unit Wastes (Discharge 006), 
Blowout Preventer Fluid (Discharge U07J, 
Builcr Blowdown (Discharge 006), 

Fire Control System Test Water (Discharge 
009), 

Non-Contact Cooling Water (Discharge 010). 
Uncontaminated Ballast Water (Discharge 
011), 

Uneontuminatad Bilge Water (Discharge 032). 
Excess Cement Slurry (Discharge 013), 

Mud. Cuttings, Cement at Ocean Floor 
(Discharge 014). 

Test Fluids (Discharge 015], 

From offshore oil and gas exploratory 
facilities (defined in 40 CFR Part 435. Subpart 
Aj. to receiving waters named Norton Sound, 
In Accordance with effluent limitations, 
monitoring and reporting requirements and 
other conditions set forth in Parts L IL and IU 
hereof. 

Offshore permittees who fail to submit to 
the Regional Administrator a request to be 
covered by this general permit as described 
in Pait I are not authorized to discharge to 
the specified waters unless an individual 
permit has been issued to the facility by EPA. 
Region 10t 

The authorized discharge rites include all 
lease parcels offered for lease by the 
Minerals Management Service* during* Federal* 
l ease Sale 57. 

In accordance with regulations 
promulgated under section 403 1(40 CFR 
125.123(d)(4)) of the Clean Water Act. this 
permit shall be modified or revoked at any 
time it on the basis of any new duta, the 
Regional Administator determines that 
continued discharges may cause 
unreasonable degradation of the marine 
environment. Permit modification or 
revocation will be conducted in accordance 
with 40 CFR 122432* 122.63. and 124 64. 

This permit does not authorize discharges 
from “new sources" as defined in 40 CFR 
122 . 2 . 

This permit shall become effective on 
December 7.1983. 


This permit and the authorization to 
discharge shall expire at midnight fbne 30. 

1964. 

Signed this 22. day of November 1983. 
Emesta B. Barnes. 

Regional Administrator* Region lth 
Part I—Notification Requirements 

A. Request To Be Covered 

Written request to b« covered by this 
permit including the name and address of 
permittee, and the description* location and 
water depth of the operations and discharges 
shall be provided to the Regional 
Administrator of EPA Region 10 at least sixty 
(00) days prior to initiation of discharges. The 
60-day notification requirement may be 
waived for those permittees who notify EPA 
during the public comment period on the draff 
permit. The permittee shall be the owner/ 
operator of the exploratory drilling facility. 
However, the lessee may become the 
permittee after submitting a certification that 
the lessee assumes responsibility for 
compliance with the general permit This 
certification shall be made in writing, to the 
Regional Administrator, prior to 
commencement of the operation. The lessee 
may make certification for all of its leases in 
a single request for coverage to assume 
responsibility for compliance with this 
general permit. However, such action taken 
by the lessee does not remove the 
responsibility of the owner or the operator for 
compliance with this general permit In order 
to receive coverage by the general permit, the 
permittee shall receive notification from EPA 
that coverage has been granted. 

B. Commencement of Operations 

No less than fourteen (14) days prior to 
initiation of discharges from a new or 
existing well at an authorized discharge site 
the permittee shall provide to the Regional 
Administrator written notification of such 
actions. The notification ahull include the 
parcel number, water depth and exact 
coordinates of the now site and tha initial 
date and expected duration of. drilling 
activities at the site. 

C. Exploratory Drilling Sites Requiring 
En vironmental'Sbrwys 

All exploretoty drilling operators that 
locate within die area covered by this general 
permit shall submit to tha Regional 
Administrator copies of any environmental 
surveys required by the Regional DMMOFO 
(Deputy Minerals-Manager. Offshore Field 
Operations), Minerals Management Service 
(MMS) for the identification and protection of 
biological populations or habihits. The survey 
results shall be submitted to EPA at the same 
time they are sent to MMS. 

D. Termination 

The permittee shall notify the Regional 
Administrator within thirty (30) days of each, 
well completion at an authorizeddischarge 
site. 

E Submission Requirements 

Reports and notifications required herein 
shall be submitted to the following address: 
Regional Administrator. U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Region 18—Water Permits 


& Compliance Branch M/S 517. Seattle. 
Washington 98101. 

Part II 

A. Effluent Limitations and StonUanng 
Requirements 

1. During tha period beginning on the date 
of commencement of operations, as specified 
in written notification pursuant to Part I B of 
this permit, and lasting through June 3a 1964. 
the permittee is authorized to discharge from 
outfall serial numbers 001 (Drilling Muds) and 
002 (Drill Cuttings and Washwater) as 
specified below. 

a. Open Water—(1) Such discharges shall 
be limited and monitored by the permittee as 
follows* 
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(2) Additional requirements applicable to 
facilities operating in water depths of 30 
meterm or leas are as follows: 

i The discharge shell’be diluted prior to 
discharge at a ratio of 9 parts seawater to 1 
part drilling muds and/or cuttings. 

ii. The discharge shall be released no 
deeper *hun 2 meters bofaw the surface of (he 
receiving wafer*, 

b. Winter Drilling—( 1 ) Tha discharge of 
drilling muds and cuttings shall he limited to 
above-ice Inca lions whenever possible. Care 
shall be taken to avoid «aa-ice cracking and 
major stress fracturing. When the discharga 
is released above-stable ice cover, such 
disah urges shall be tuniled and monitored by 
the permittee as follows: 
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(2) If the effluent cannot be discharged onto 
stable ice cover, discharge may occur with all 
the discharge limitations and monitoring 
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requirements of open water. Part 11 A.l.a.(l). 
in effect Additionally, the permittee shall 
comply with requirements specified below: 

i. The discharge shall be diluted prior to 
discharge at a ratio of 9 parts seawater to 1 
purt drilling muds and/or cuttings. 

H. The discharge shall be released no 
deeper than 2 meters below the surface of the 
receibing waters. 

ill. The permittee shall cooperate in the 
monitoring program specified in Appendix A 
of this permit 

(3) For the purpose of this permit 
exploratory drilling is limited to no more than 
five wells at a single drilling site. 

c. Discharged drilling mud constituents 
shall be restricted to the EPA-approved 
drilling muds and mud additives listed in 
Tables 1 and 2 of Part III of this permit 
except as provided in Part Q A l.i. and 
below. 

d. The discharge of oil based drilling muds 
or water-based drilling muds which 
contained diesel oil as an additive is 
prohibited. The discharge of other oil- 
contained drilling muds and/or cuttings to 
marine waters is prohibited ss specified in 
Stipulation 8 of the Department of Interior's 
Notice of Sale for Oil and Gas Lease Sale 57. 

e. The permittee shall maintain a precise 
chemical inventory of all constituents and 
their volume added downhole for each well 
This inventory shall Include all drilling mud 
additives used to meet specific drilling 
requirements. Upon well completion the 
inventory shall be submitted within thirty 
(30) days, consistent with reporting 
requirements specified in Part II C.4.e. 

f. There shall be no discharge of free oil as 
a result of the discharge of drill cuttings and/ 
or drilling muds. The permittee shall, on each 
day of discharge of drilling muds and 
cuttings, perform the laboratory (static.) sheen 
test (See Definitions. Part Hi C). The 
permittee shall also conduct the static sheen 
test prior to any bulk discharges. The drilling 
muds or cuttings ore unacceptable for 
discharge if a sheen or oil slick is detected 
with this test. 

g. For each sheen detected in the static 
sheen test, the permittee is required to 
immediately collect an undiluted sample of 
used drilling mud. The permittee shall 
analyze this sample to determine the total 
aromatic hydrocarbon content and the 
presence of diesel oil. Total aromatic 
hydrocarbon content shall be reported in 
"total mg/t of whole fluid" and in total mg/kg 
of solids. 

This analysis shall preferably be conducted 
by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry 
(CC/MS). Scanning fluorescence 
spectroscopy may be used as a screening 
mechanism for total aromatic hydrocarbons: 
however, should a strong presence of low 
molecular weight aromatic hydrocarbons be 
detected, further analyses may be required. 
Should the permittee choose to conduct the 
sc anning fluorescence analysis initially. EPA 
shall send written notification within thirty 
(30) days of receipt of the data if any 
additional analyses of the preserved sample 
are needed. 

Results from the hydrocarbon analysis 
shall be provided to the Regional 
Administrator by written report with thirty 


(30) days of a positive result with the static 
sheen test. However, should the static sheen 
test detect the presence of a sheen prior to a 
bulk discharge and no discharge occurs, 
additional analyses for aromatic 
hydrocarbons are not required. 

h. The permittee shall provide a chemical 
analysis for each mud type used. Only one 
analysis per mud type used will be required. 
The sample shall be: (1) Taken after the mud 
is used at its greatest well depth, and (2) 
collected from the used mud immediately 
prior to any predilution and its intended 
discharge. The chemical analysis shall 
include the following metals: barium, 
cadmium, chromium, mercury, zinc, and lead. 
The results shall be reported in "mg/1 of 
whole fluid" and "mg/kg of solids." The total 
metal concentrations shall be obtained for 
each metal via complete acid digestion. 
Neutron activation analysis (NAA) shall be 
used for barium. Flame or flu males# atomic 
absorption (AA) shall be used for mercury, 
cadmium, zinc, and lead. Either NAA or AA 
may be used for chromium. The results of the 
chemical analyses shall be submitted with - 
the quarterly Discharge Monitoring Reports. 

I. Emerguncy use of non-appro ved drilling 
muds and additives. Unforeseen well-specific 
drilling conditions may require the discharge 
of a drilling mud or additive not on the 
approved lists (Part Ill. Tables 1 and 2). 

These emergency use provisions are Intended 
to allow the permittee to maintain or regain 
control of drilling activities in situations 
where loss of controls is imminent and poses 
on immediate and dear danger to human 
health and to the surrounding environment. 
Use of noo-approved drilling muds or 
additives for other reasons shall be handled 
under Par! II A l p below. To provide for an 
adequate assessment of impact associated 
with such emergency use and discharge 
without restricting well-drilling operations, 
the following provisions apply. 

(1) The permittee shall submit an oral 
report within 48 hours of the onset of the 
discharge. The oral report shall include a 
description and chemical composition of the 
mud or additive discharged, the total volume 
discharged, and estimate of concentration at 
the point of discharge, the rate and duration 
of the discharge, and any pre-existing 
bioassay data on the mud or additive. Oral 
reports shall be made to the Water Permits 
and Compliance Brunch either in person or 
by telephone (206) 442-138& 

(2) Discharges of drilling muds or additives 
not on the approved list and discharged for a 
period of more than 24 hours or on more than 
three (3) separate days regardless of the 
duration will require tbs submission of 
bioassay data on the whole mud including 
the additive within 8 months of the discharge. 

(3) Authorization for discharge of non- 
approved drilling muds and additives 
exceeding three (3) days will be based 
primarily on the information contained in the 
oral report and will be at the discretion of the 
Regional Administrator. 

(4) The permittee shall also submit a 
written followup-up report within seven (7) 
days of the discharge of a nan-approved 
drilling mud or odditive. The written report 
shall contain the information in the oral 
report and available toxicity information. 


(5) Based on a review by EPA of the 
information in the written report, previous 
authorization granted under (3) above may be 
modified, extended or withdrawn or further 
information may be required by the Regional 
Administrator. 

|. Anticipated discharge of nun apprvwd 
drilling muds and additives. 

The following conditions apply for the 
anticipated use and discharge of muds and 
additives other than those found in Tables 1 
and 2 of Part 111 of this permit. 

At least two months prior to the initiation 
of drilling mud discharges, the permittee shall 
report the results of a drilling mud biott9say 
performed for each type of "non-approvrd" 
drilling mud or mud additive to be 
discharged. The bioassay shall be conducted 
In accordance with the procedures developed 
by the Mid-Atlantic joint Industry Bioassay 
Program, or other methods approved by the 
Regional Administrator. The following shall 
be reported: 

(1J The anticipated discharge rate and total 
volume of the drilling mud. 

(2) The water depth at the proposed point 
of discharge. 

(3) The approximate date of the proposed 
discharge. 

(4) The results of btoassays including the 
survival percentages of all dilutions tested, 
and 

(5) A list of all mud components and 
additives including the concentrations in 
pounds per barrel. If commercial names are 
listed, their chemical constituents and 
composition by weight shall also be provided. 

The discharge of the "non-appro ved" mud 
and/or additive shall be approved or denied 
by the Regional Administrator, after the 
Region has received and evaluated the 
information required above. The discharge of 
the new drilling mud and/or additive is not 
authorized until the permittee receives 
written notification from the Regional 
Administrator. If the Regional Administrator 
does not notify the permittee within 30 days 
after receiving the above required data, the 
permittee may deem the drilling mod(s) or 
additive(s) approved. Approval by the 
Regional Administrator under this permit will 
be granted or denied without regard to 
whether the permittee was originally 
responsible for obtaining the test data. 

The following language is common to both 
general permits. This language constitutes: 

a. Pages 11 through 28 of permit No. 
AKCZ81000 for Norton Sound, and 

b. Pages 13 through 31 of permit No. 
AKC282000 for Beaufort Sea. 

Part II. A. 2. During the period beginning 
the dale of commencement of operations, as 
specified in written notification pursuant to 
Part I A. of this permit, and lasting through 
June 30, 1964. the permittee is authorized to 
discharge from outfall serial numbers 003-006 
as specified below. Area drains for cither 
woshdown water or rainfall that may be 
contaminated with oil and grease shall be 
separated from those area drains that would 
not be contaminated. The contaminated deck 
drainage shall be processed through an oil* 
water separator or similar device to minimize 
hydrocarbon release. 
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Appendix A.—Sediment Monitoring; Norton 
Sound 

Should winter drilling occur which result* 
in a discharge of muds and cuttings to 
unstable or broken-ice conditions, a sediment 
montioring program shnll be conducted to 
characterize the distribution and transport of 
discharged drilling fluids in Norton Sound. 
This monitoring program shall be conducted 
at one facility located in less than 20 meters 
of water and shall jointly be designed by EPA 
and permittees covered by this general permit 
in consultation with ADEC. Monitoring data 
shall be obtained before drilling operations 
commence, during well drilling operations 
(either single or multiple well operations), 
and for a period not less than one year after 
drilling operations cease. This program shall 
be implemented within an adequate period of 
time to provide for the collection of 
predrilling samples but no less than 30 days 
prior to the commencement of operations. 
Monitoring data shall include at a minimum: 

1. Relevant hydrographic data; 

2. Visual (photographic) data; and 

3. Physical/chemical characterization of 
material obtained from sediment pans, troys, 
and/or cores. 

I Permit No.: AKG283000) 

General NPOES Permit. United States 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region 10. 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle. Washington 96101 

Authorization to Discharge Under the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System for Offshore Oil and Gas Exploration 
and Cost Wells 

In compliance with the provisions of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended (33 US C- 1251 et seq.: the "Act"), 
the following discharges are authorized: 
Drilling Mud (Discharge 001). Drill Cuttings 
and Washwater (Discharge 002). Deck 
Drainage (Discharge 003), Sanitary Wastes 
(Discharge 004). Domestic Wastes (Discharge 
005). Desalinization Unit Wastes (Discharge 
006). Blowout Preventer Fluid (Discharge 007), 
Boiler Blowdown (Discharge 008). Fire 
Control System Test Water (Discharge 000), 
Non-Contact Cooling Water (Discharge 010), 
Uncontaminated Ballast Water (Discharge 
011). Uncontaminated Bilge Water (Discharge 
012). Excess Cement Slurry (Discharge 013). 
Mud. Cuttings and Cement at Ocean Floor 
(Discharge 014). Test Fluids (Discharge 015). 
From offshore oil and gas exploratory 
facilities (defined in 40 CFR Part 435, Subpart 
A), to receiving waters named Beaufort Sea. 
in accordance with effluent limitations, 
monitoring and reporting requirements and 
other conditions set forth in Parts ). II. and III 
hereof. 

Offshore permittees who fail to submit to 
the Regional Administrator a request to be 
covered by this general permit as described 
in Part I and not authorized to discharge to 
the specified waters unless an individual 
permit has been issued to the facility by EPA, 
Region 10. 

The authorized discharge sites include the 
area described in the final E1S for the joint 
Federal/State Lease Sale BF, and that part of* 
Lease Sale BF on the northern boundary 
which is being reoffered under Lease Sale 71 
(Diapir Field), generally extending from the 


Canning River (aUout 146* W.) on the east, 
to the Kurparuk River (about 149* W.) on the 
west and generally seaward from the coast to 
the 24 meter (79 ft) isobath, roughly the 
northern limit of the lease area. 

Also included in the area of coverage of 
this general permit are the tracts which make 
up the State of Alaska Beaufort Sea Lease 
Sale 36 (tracts C-36-001 through 036-013 
generally the area around Flaxman Island 
and the Midway Islands), plus all previously 
State-leased tracts extending from the 
shoreline to the 20 meter (66 ft) isobath and 
between the Canning and Kuparuk Rivers. 

In accordance with regulations 
promulgated under section 403 (40 CFR 
125.123(d)(4)) of the Clean Water Act. this 
permit shall be modified or revoked at any 
time if. on the basis of any new data, the 
Regional administrator determines that 
continued discharge may cause unreasonable 
degradation of the marine environment. 
Permit modification or revocation will be 
conducted in accordance with 40 CFR 122.82. 
122.63, and 124.64. In accordance with 
procedures under 18 AAC 15.130 and AS 
46.03, for permit modifications which affect 
State waters or for reissuance of the general 
NPDES permit, a copy of the proposed 
modification, together with a cover letter 
requesting certification, must be served on 
the central office of the Department of 
Environmental Conservation at least 60 days 
before any EPA deadline for certification 
action on the modification. 

This permit does not authorize discharges 
from "new sources" as defined in 40 CFR 
122 . 2 . 

This permit shall become effective on 
December 7.1963. 

This permit and the authorization to 
discharge shall expire at midnight. June 3a 
1964. 

Signed this 22 day of November 1983. 
Emesta B. Barnes. 

Regional Administrator. Region 10. 

Part I—Notification Requirements 
A. Request To Be Covered 

Written request to be covered by this 
permit including the name and address of the 
permittee, and the description, location and 
water depth of the operations and discharges 
shall be provided to the Regional 
Administrator of EPA Region 10 at least sixty 
(60) days prior to initiation of discharges. The 
60-day notification requirement may be 
waived for those permittees who notify EPA 
during the public comment period on the draft 
permit The permittee shall be the owner/ 
operator of the exploratory drilling facility. 
However, the lessee may become the 
permittee after submitting a certification that 
the lessee assumes responsibility for 
compliance with this general permit. This 
certification shall be made in writing, to the 
Regional Administrator, prior to 
commencement of the operation. The lessee 
may make certification for all of its leases in 
a single request for coverage to assume 
responsibility for compliance with this 
general permit. However, such action taken 
by the lessee does not remove the 
responsibility of the owner or the operator for 
compliance with this general permit. In order 


to receive coverage by the general permit, the 
permittee shall receive notification from EPA 
that coverage has been granted. 

B Commencement of Operations 

No less than fourteen (14) days prior to 
initiation of discharges from a new or 
existing well at an authorized discharge site, 
the permittee shall provide to the Regional 
Administrator written notification of such 
actions. The notification shall include the 
parcel number, water depth end exact 
coordinates of the new site and the initial 
date and expected duration of drilling 
activities at the site. 

C Exploratory Drilling Sites Requiring 
Environmental Suncys 

All exploratory drilling operators that 
locate within the area covered by this general 
permit shall submit to the Regional 
Administrator copies of the environmental 
surveys required for leasing units BF-62, BF- 
70. BF-71, BF-76, BF-77, BF-78. BF-79, BF-62, 
BF-63, BF-98 and BF-116, or any other 
environmental surveys required by the 
Regional DMMOFO (Deputy Minerals 
Manager. Offshore Field Operations). 
Minerals Management Service (MMS) for the 
identification and protection of biological 
populations or habitats. Respondent shall 
also submit copies of any additional 
environmental surveys required by the State 
of Alaska which may have been performed 
pursuant to State Lease Stipulation Number 
5. 

D. Termination 

Permittee shall notify the Regional 
Administrator within thirty (30) days of each 
well completion at an authorized discharge 
site. 

E Submission Requirements 

Reports and notifications required herein, 
shall be submitted jointly to the following 
addresses: 

Regional Administrator, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Region 10—Water 
Permits & Compliance Branch M/S 513. 

1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle. Washington 
98101 

Director, Northern Regional Office. Alaska 
Department of Environmental 
Conservation. P.O. Box 1601, Fairbanks, 
Alaska 99701 

Part II 

A . Effluent Limitations and Monitoring 
Requirements (above-ice . unstable or broken 
ice and open water) 

1. During the period beginning the date of 
commencement of operations at specified in 
written notification pursuant to Pari 1B. of 
this permit, and lasting through June 30.1964. 
the permittee is authorized to discharge from 
outfall serial numbers 001 (Drilling Muds) and 
002 (Drill Cuttings and Washwater) as 
specified below. 

a. During winter drilling the following 
conditions apply: 

(1) Such discharges shall be limited and 
monitored by the permittee as follows: 
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(2) Discharges shall lie above stable sca¬ 
le® To the extent possible. the djschnrge 
shall avoid areas of tea-ice cracking or major 
stress fracturing. 8e!ow-ice discharge of 
wastes is prohibited, except where direct 
disposal by pumping, artificial thickening of 
sea-ice or use of light or routine dnlling- 
effluent bundling equipment are oil 
determined inpractical during periods of 
reduced ice thickness or Instability. Where 
drilling effluents cannot be discharged to 
stable fee cover for reasons stated above, the 
discharge Is subject to all the discharge 
limitations and monitoring requirements 
specified for open water in Part U Alb. The 
date on which the permittee commences 
discharging below ice or to open water shall 
be reported to the Regional Administrator 
within five (5) days of the first such 
discharge. Stockpiling muds during the winter 
for purposes of open water disposal is 
prohibited, except in cases where advanced 
stages of sea-ice breakup in the spring 
prohibit disposal on stable ice. When the 
discharge is released above stable ice cover, 
the discharge flow rate may be exceeded, and 
the predilution ratio. If normally required, 
may be suspended. 

Facilities located and/or discharging on top 
of stable ice between the mainland shoreline 
und the 2*m isobath shall preform monitoring 
programs similar to that required in b.(1) 
below To the extent possible, these shall be 
joint monitoring programs supported by all 
operators in Zone 1 (0-2 m) and shall be for 
multiple well discharges A minimum of two 
monitoring programs shall be conducted: one 
for an on-ice discharge area which receives 
freshwater runoff and one for an on-ice 
discharge area located outside of ihe 
influence of freshwater runoff over the lot, 

B. For discharges during open water, 
including unstable and broken ice conditions, 
the following conditions will be in effect for 
each zone Identified: 

Zone 1 

Muinlind shoreline to the two (2) meter 
isobath: No discharge. 


Zone 2 

From the two (2) meter to the five (5) meter 
isobath the following conditions apply: 
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Facilities located and/or discharting within 
the 2-5 meter area shall perform a sediment 
monitoring program similar to that required in 
b (t) below. As an alternative, the premittee 
shall certify to the regional Administrator 
that discharges of muds and cuttings are 
outside the 2-5 meter zone and are not 
transported into this area. 

Zone 3 

Beyond Bve (51 meters the following 
discharge conditions apply: 
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(1) When open water discharges are to 
lease units specified in Part I C or in Zone 2 
(2-5 meters), permittees shall participate in 
the following monitoring program or the 
alternative specified below: 


Permittee shail monitor the nature, extent, 
and persistence of potential harm to the areas 
of biological concern (i^ shallow water, 
unique biological communities or habitats) 
from drilling fluid discharges. Such 
monitoring shall include relevant 
hydrographic and sediment hydrocarbon and 
heavy metal data. These surveys shall be 
conducted before and during drilling mud 
disposal operations, and for a minimum of 
one year after drilling operation* cease. 
Survey design, analytical techniques, 
participants and reporting requirements shall 
be determined by EPA after consultation with 
the permittees and the State of Alaska within 
an adequate period of time to provide for the 
collection of predrilling samples, but no less 
than thirty (30) days prior to the 
commencement of operations to avoid delays 
in drilling activities The results of the initial 
open water or below-ice monitoring survey in 
a significant biological community (i.e.. a 
boulder patch) shall be mode available for 
review prior to any authorization of 
subsequent similar disposal operations from 
facilities at other sites. 

The above monitoring program may also be 
required for other areas which have required 
environmental surveys to comply with State 
Lease Stipulation No. 5. Information received 
by the Regional Administrator which 
indicates that significant biological 
communities exist within a 1.000 meter 
boundary around the permittees’ drilling 
facility may also trigger this monitoring 
requirement. For the purpose ol this permit, 
significant biological communities are 
defined as kelp attached to bouldtrrs in 
concentrations greater than 10* in a hundred 
square meters. 

As an alternative to the monitoring 
requirements above, the permittee may 
submit to the regional Administrator and to 
the Regional Supervisor of the Northern 
Regional Office of the Alaska Department of 
Environmental Conservation information 
sufficient to determine that the discharge will 
not affect significant biological communities. 
Information related to the effects of island 
construction and erosion will be considered 
but wilt not in itself be sufficient to make the 
above determination. 

c. The following prohibitions and 
monitoring requirements also pertain to 
discharges 001 and 002. 

fl) Discharged drilling mud constituents 
shall be restricted to the EPA-Approved 
drilling muds and mud additives listed in 
Tables 1 and 2 ot Part 111 of this permit 
except as provided in Part 11 A-l.c. (8) and (9) 
below. 

(2) The discharge of oil-based drilling muds 
or water-based drilling muds which 
contained diesel oil as an additive is 
prohibited 

(3) The permittee shall maintain a precise 
chemical inventory of all constituents and 
their volume Added downhold for each well 
This inventory shall include all drilling mud 
additives used to meet specific drilling 
requirements. Upon well completion the 
inventory shall be submitted within thirty 
(30) days, consistent with reporting 
requirements specified in Part 11 C4.e. 
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(4) There shall be no discharge of free oil 
as a result of the discharge of drill cuttings 
and/or drilling muds. The permittee shall, on 
each day of discharge of drilling muds and 
cuttings, perform the laboratory (static) sheen 
test {See Definitions. Part 111 CJ. The 
permittee shall also conduct the static sh<nm 
test prior to any bulk discharges. The drilling 
muds or cuttings are unacceptable for 
discharge if a sheen or oil slick is detected 
with this test. 

(5) For each sheen detected in the daily 
static sheen test, the permittee is required to 
immediately collect an undiluted sample of 
used drilling mud. The permittee shall 
analyze this sample to determine the total 
aromatic hydrocarbon content and the 
presence of diesel oil. Total aromatic 
hydrocarbon content shatl be reported in 
“total mg/I of whole fluid” and in “total mg/ 
kg of solids.** 

This analysis shall preferable be conducted 
by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry 
(GC/MS). Scanning fluorescence 
spectroscopy may be used as a screening 
mechanism for total aromatic hydrocarbons, 
however, should a strong presence of low 
molecular weight aromatic hydrocarbons be 
detected, further analyses may be required. 
Should the permttee choose to initially 
conduct the scanning fluoresence analysis. 
EPA shall send written notification within 
thirty (30) days of receipt of the data if any 
additional analyses of the preserved sample 
are needed. 

Results from the hydrocarbon analysis 
shall be provided to the Regional 
Administrator by written report within thirty 
(30) days of a positive result with the static 
sheen test. However, should the static sheen 
test detect the presence of a sheen prior to a 
bulk discharge and no discharge occur*. 
additional analyses for aromatic 
hydrocarbons are not required. 

(6) In State waters discharge of oil- 
contaminated drilling muds and/or cuttings 
shall be prohibited. Elutriate testing of oil and 
grease concentration In representative 
samples of drilling effluents shall be required 
prior to change over discharges and end of 
well bulk discharges to State waters and at 
least weekly during routine discharges to 
State waters in order to establish whether the 
threshold level of SO mg/1 oil and grease in 
elutriates is exceeded. Drilling effluents 
containing greater than SO mg/I total elutriate 
oil 8nd grease shall not be disposed of on sea 
ice or into waters of the State of Alaska. The 
results of elutriate tests shall be maintained 
on site and submitted with the quarterly 
Discharge Monitoring Reports. The above 
elutriate requirements do not apply to federal 
waters. 

If the SO mg/I elutriate analysis limitation 
for oil and grease is exceeded and a 
discharge has occurred, the permittee shall 
conduct an analysis for total extractable oil 
and grease. The results shall be maintained 
on site and submitted to EPA and ADEC with 
the quarterly Discharge Monitoring Reports. 

(7) The permittee shall provide a chemical 
analysis for each mud type used. Only one 
analysis per mud type used will be required. 
The sample shall be: (1) Taken after the mud 
is used et its greatest well depth, and (2) 
collected from the used mud immediately 


prior to any predilution and its intended 
discharge. The chemical analyses shall 
include the following metals: barium, 
cadmium, chromium, mercury, zinc and lead. 
The results shall be reported In “mg/1 of 
whole fluid*' and “mg/kg of solids." The total 
metal concentrations shall be obtained for 
each metal via complete acid digestion. 
Neutron activation analysis (NAA) shall be 
used for barium. Flame or flameless atomic 
absorption (AA) shall be used for mercury, 
cadmium, zinc and lead. Either NAA or AA 
may be used for chromium. The results of the 
chemical analyses shall be submitted with 
the quarterly Discharge Monitoring Reports. 

(8) Emergency* use of non-approved drilling 
muds and additives. Unforeseen well-specific 
drilling conditions may require the discharge 
of a drilling mud or additive not on the 
approve lists (Part III. Tables 1 and 2). These 
emergency use provisions are intended to 
allow the permittee to maintain or regain 
control of drilling activities in situations 
where loss of control is Imminent and poses 
an immediate and clear danger to human 
health and to the surrounding environment. 
Use of nonapproved drilling muds or 
additives for other reasons shall be handled 
under Part U A.l.c.(9) below. To provide for 
an adequate assessment of impacts 
associated with such emergency use and 
discharge without restricting well-drilling 
operations, the following provisions apply: 

a. The permittee shall submit an oral report 
within 48 hours of the onset of the discharge. 
The oral report shall include a description 
and chemical composition of the mud or 
additive discharged, the total volume 
discharged, an estimate of the concentration 
at the point of discharge, the rate and 
duration of the discharge and any pre¬ 
existing bioassay data on the mud or 
additive. Oral reports shall be made to the 
Water Permits and Compliance Branch either 
in person or by telephone (206) 442-1388, 

b. Discharges of drilling muds or additives 
not on the approved list and discharged for a 
period of more than 24 hours or on more than 
three (3) separate days regardless of the 
duration will require the submission of 
bioassay data on the whole mud including 
the additive within 6 months of the discharge. 

c. Authorization for discharge of non- 
approved drilling muds and additives 
exceeding three (3) days will be based 
primarily on the information contained in the 
oral report and will be at the discretion of the 
Regional Administrator. 

d. The permittee shall also submit a written 
follow-up report within seven (7) days of the 
discharge of a non-approved drilling mud or 
additive. The written report shall contain the 
Information in the oral report and available 
toxicity information. 

e. Based on a review by EPA of the 
information in the written report, previous 
authorization granted under (c) above may be 
modified, extended or withdrawn, or further 
information may be required by the Regional 
Administrator. 

(9) Anticipated discharge of non-approved 
drilling muds and additives. The following 
conditions apply for the anticipated use and 
discharge of muds and additives other than 
those found In Tables 1 and 2 of Part III of 
this permit. 


At least two months prior to the initiation 
of drilling mud discharges, the permittee shall 
report the results of a drilling mud bioassay 
performed for each type of “non-approved* 4 
drilling mud or mud additive to be 
discharged. The bioassay shall be conducted 
in accordance with the procedures developed 
by the Mid-Atlantic Joint Industry Bioassay 
Program, or other methods approved by the 
Regional Administrator. The following shall 
be reported: 

(a) The anticipated discharge rate and total 
volume of the drilling mud. 

(b) The water depth at the proposed point 
of discharge. 

(c) The approximate date of the proposed 
discharge, 

(d) The results of bioassays including the 
survival percentages of all dilutions tested, 
and 

(e) A list of all mud components and 
additives including the concentrations in 
pounds per barrel. If commercial names are 
listed, their chemical constituents and 
compositions by weight shall also be 
provided. 

The discharge of the “non-approved“ mud 
and/or additive shall be approved or denied 
by the Regional Administrator, after the 
Region has received end evaluated the 
information required above. The discharge of 
the new drilling mud and/or additive is not 
authorized until the permittee receives 
writton notification from the Regional 
Administrator. If the Regional Administrator 
does not notify the permitee within 30 days 
after receiving the above required data, the 
permittee may deem the drilling mud(s) or 
additivefs) approved. Approval by the 
Regional Administrator under this permit will 
be granted or denied without regard to 
whether the permittee was originally 
responsible for obtaining the test data. 

The following language is common to both 
general permits. This language constitutes: 

a. Pages 11 thorough 28 of permit No. 
AKG281000 for Norton Sound, and 

b. Pages 13 through 31 of permit No. 
AKC282000 for Beaufort Sea. 

Part II. A2. During the period beginning the 
date of commencement of operations, as 
specified in written notification pursuant to 
Part !A. of this permit, and lasting through 
June 30.1984, the permittee is authorized to 
discharge from outfall serial numbers 003-005 
as specified below. Area drains for either 
washdown water or rainfall, that may be 
contaminated with oil and grease shall be 
separated from those area drains that would 
not be contaminated. The contaminated deck 
drainage shall be processed through an oil- 
water separator of simitar device to minimize 
hydrocarbon release. 

a. Such discharges shall be limited and 
monitored by permittee as follows: 
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b. Samples taken in compliance with 
monitoring requirements specified above 
shall be tuken at a sampling point prior to 
commingling with any waste stream or 
entering receiving waters. In cases where 
sanitary and domestic wastes arc mixed prior 
to discharge, and sampling of the sanitary 
waste component stream is infeasible, the 
discharge may be sampled after mixing. In 
such cases, the discharge limitation shown 
8bove for sanitary wastes shall apply to the 
mixed waste stream. 

3. During the period beginning on the date 
or commencement of operations, as specified 
in written notification pursuant to Part 1 B. of 
this permit and lasting through June 3a 1984, 
the permittee is authorized to discharge from 
outfall serial numbers 008-015 as specified 
below. 

Discharge 

008 Desalinization Unit Wastes 

007 Blowout Preventer Fluid 

006 Boiler Blowdown 

009 Fire Control System Test Water 

010 Non-Contact Cooling Water 

011 Uncontaminated Ballast Water 

012 Uncontaminated Bilge Water 

013 Excess Cement Slurry 

014 Mud. Cuttings. Cement at Ocean Floor 

015 Test Fluids 

a. There shall be no discharge of free oil to 
the receiving waters as a result of these 
discharges. Bilge water shall be run through 
an oil and grease separator prior to 
discharge. 

b. The pH of test fluids at the point of 
discharge shall not be less than 8.5 or greater 
than 8*5. Test fluids shall be diluted and 
neutralized in the receiving water so that 
they do not vary more than 0.1 pH unit from 
the natural condition at the edge of the 100-m 
mixing zone, Monitoring at (or before) the 
point of discharge for the 6.5 to 8 5 pH 
limitation shall be required once daily during 
discharge. 

c. The discharge of any formation 
(produced) waters encountered during testing 
or other operations is prohibited. 

B. Other Discharge Limitations 

1. Floating Solids or Visible Foam. Thera 
•hull be no discharge of floating solids or 
visible foam in other than trace amounts. 

2. Applicable Marine Water Quality 
Criteria . There shall be no discharge of any 
constituent in concentrations which exceed 


applicable marine water quality criteria after 
allowance for initial mixing. Initial mixing is 
defined at 40 CFR 227.29 and applicable 
marine water quality criteria at 45 FR 79318, 
23 November 1980. 

3. Highly Toxic Compounds and Materials . 
There shall be no discharge of diesel oil. 
halogenated phenol compounds, trisodium 
nitrolo triace tic acid, sodium chromate or 
sodium dichromnte. 

4. Surfactants, Dispersants , and 
Detergents . The discharge of surfactants, 
dispersants, and detergents shall be 
minimized except as necessary to comply 
with the safety requirements of the 
Occupational Health and Safety 
Administration and the MMS. 

C Monitoring and Records 

1. Representative Sampling. Samples and 
measurements taken for the purpose of 
monitoring shall be representative of the 
volume and nature of the monitored activity. 

2. Monitoring Procedures . Monitoring must 
be conducted according to test procedures 
approved under 40 CFR Part 136. unless other 
test procedures have been specified in this 
permit. Residual chlorine and pH may be 
monitored at the facility using the Hach Test 
Kit. 

3. Penalties for Tampering . The Act 
provides that any person who falsifies, 
tampers with, or knowingly renders 
inaccurate any monitoring device or method 
required to be maintained under this permit 
shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine 
of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by 
imprisonment for not more than 6 months per 
violation, or by both. 

4. Reporting of Monitoring Results. a. The 
permittee shall be responsible for submitting 
monitoring results for each facility operating 
within each lease block. 

b. If there is more than one facility 
(platform, gravel island, drilling ship, semi- 
submersible), the outfalls shall be designated 
In the following manner 001-1.002-1,003-1 
for the first facility; 001-2,002-2, 003-2 for the 
second; etc. 

c. If any category of waste has more than 
one discharge point the permit limitations 
apply to each discharge point and shall be 
reported as 001A. 001B. OOlC. etc. The flow 
limitations apply to the total discharge of 
each category of wastes; eg., the sum of 
001 A. 001B, OOlC. etc. would be limited to a 
daily maximum of 1,000 bbl/hr. 

d. The monitoring requirements in this 
permit shall take effect upon commencement 
of discharge. The first report Is due on the 
28th day of the 4th month from the day this 
permit first becomes applicable to a 
permittee. 

e. Monitoring results obtained during the 
previous three (3) months shall be 
summarized and reported on Discharge 
Monitoring Report (DMR) Forms (EPA No. 
3320-1). The daily maximum with the highest 
concentration sample taken during the 
reporting period shall be reported as the daily 
maximum concentration for each month. 

DMR Forms shall be submitted to the 
Regional Administrator at the address 
specified under Submission Requirements, 
Part 1 D. 

If any category of waste (outfall) Is not 
applicable due to the type of operation or 


drilling facility, no reporting is required for 
that particular outfall. Only DMRs 
representative of the activities occurring need 
to be submitted. Information indicating the 
type of operation should be provided with the 
DMRs. 

5. Additional Monitoring by the Permittee. 
If the permittee monitors any pollutant more 
frequently than required by the permit, ustng 
test procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 
136 or as specified in the permit, the results of 
this monitoring shall be included in the 
calculation and reporting of the data 
submitted in the DMR. 

6. Averaging of Measurements. 

Calculations for all limitations which require 
averaging of measurements shall utilize an 
arithmetic mean unless otherwise specified 
by the Regional Administrator In the permit. 

7. Retention of Records. The permit lee 
shall retain records of all monitoring 
information, including all calibration and 
maintenance records and all original strip 
chart recordings for continuous monitoring 
instrumentation, and copies of all reports 
required by this permit for a period of at least 
three (3) years from the date of the sample, 
measurement, or report. This period may be 
extended by request of the Regional 
Administrator at any time. 

8. Record Contents . Records of monitoring 
information shall include: 

a. the date, exact place, and time of 
sampling or measurements; 

b. the individual!s) who performed the 
sampling or measurements; 

c. the date(s) analyses were performed; 

d. the individual(s) who performed the 
analyses; 

e. the analytical techniques or methods 
used; and 

f. the results of such analyses. 

9. Inspection and Entry. The permittee shall 
allow the Regional Administrator, or an 
authorized representative, upon the 
presentation of credentials and other 
documents as may be required by law, to: 

a. Enter upon the permittee's premises 
where a regulated facility or activity is 
located or conducted, or where records must 
be kept under the conditions of this permit; 

b. Have access to and copy, at reasonable 
times, any records that must be kept under 
the conditions of this permit; 

c. Inspect at reasonable limes any 
facilities, equipment (including monitoring 
and control equipment), practices, or 
operations regulated or required under this 
permit; and 

d. Sample or monitor at reasonable times, 
for the purposes of assuring permit 
compliance or as otherwise authorized by the 
Act. any substances or parameters at any 
location. 

D Reporting Requirements 

X. Anticipated Noncompliance. The 
permittee shall give advance notice to the 
Regional Administrator of any planned 
changes in the permitted facility or activity 
which may result in noncompliance with 
permit requirements. 

2. Monitoring Reports . Monitoring results 
shall be reported at the intervals specified in 
Part II C.4.e. of this permit. 
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3. Reports Required Within 24 Hours. The 
permittee shall report any noncompliance 
which may endanger health or the 
environment. Any information shall be 
provided orally within 24 hours from the time 
the permittee becomes aware of the 
circumstances. A written submission, to be 
provided within 5 days of the time the 
permittee becomes aware of the 
circumstance, shall contain a description of 
the nonccmptiance and its cause; the period 
of noncompliance, including exact dates and 
times: and if the noncompliance has not been 
corrected, the steps taken or planned to 
reduce, eliminate, and prevent recurrence of 
the noncompliance. 

The following shall be included as 
information which must be reported within 24 
hours: 

a. Any unanticipated bypass (Part III 
A 3^.(1)) which exceeds any effluent 
limitation in the permit: 

b. Any upset (Part Ill A.4.a.(1)) which 
exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit, 
and 

c. Violation of a maximum daily discharge 
limitation for any toxic permit pollutant or 
hazardous substance, listed at such by the 
Regional Administrator in the permit to be 
reported within 24 hnurs. 

Telephone reports should be made to (206) 
442-1368 at the Regional Office of EPA- The 
Regional Administrator may waive the 
written report on a case-by-case basis if the 
oral report has been received within 24 hours. 

Other Noncompliance. The permittee shall 
report all instances of noncompliance not 
reported under Part 11 D-3 at the time 
monitoring reports are submitted. The reports 
shall contain the information specified in Pari 
11 D.3. 

5. Signatory Requirements. All reports or 
information submitted to the Regional 
Administrator shall be signed and certified in 
accordance with 40 CFR 122.22 as amended 
on September 1.1983 (46 FR 3C611). 

6. Availability of Reports. Except for data 
determined to be confidential under 40 CFR 
Part 2. all reports prepared in accordance 
with the terms of this permit shall be 
available for public information at the office 
of the Regional Administrator. As required by 
the Act. permit applications, permits, and 
effluent data shall not be considered 
confidential. 

7. Penalties fur Falsification of Reports . 

The Clean Water Act provides that any 
person who knowingly makes any false 
statement, representation, or certification in 
any record or other document submitted or 
required to be maintained under this permit, 
including monitoring reports or reports of 
compliance or nonoompliancp shall, upon 
conviction, be punished by a fine of not more 
than $10,000 per violation, or by 
imprisonment for not more than six monrhs 
per violation, or by both. 

Part 111 

A. Operation and Maintenance of Pollution 
Controls 

1. Proper Operation and Maintenance. The 

permittee shall at all times properly operate 
and maintain all facilities and sy stems of 
treatment and control (and related 
appurtenances) which are installed or used 


by the permittee to achieve compliance with 
the conditions of this permit Proper 
operation and maintenance include effective 
performance, adequate funding, adequate 
operator staffing and training, and adequate 
laboratory and process controls, including 
appropriate quality assurance procedures. 
This provision requires the operation of back* 
up or auxiliary' facilities or similar systems 
only when necessary to achieve compliance 
with the conditions of the permit. 

2. Need to Halt or Reduce Activity Not a 
Defense. It shall not be a defense for a 
permittee in an enforcement action that it 
would hove been necessary to halt or reduce 
the permitted activity in order to maintain 
compliance with the conditions of this permit. 

3. Bypass of Treatment Facilities, a. 
Definitions: (1) “Bypass' means the 
intentional diversion of waste streams from 
any portion of a treatment facility. 

(2) “Severe property damage*' means 
substantial physical damage to property, 
damage to the treatment facilities which 
causes them to became inoperable, or 
substantial and permanent loss of natural 
resources which can reasonably be expected 
to occur in the absence of a bypass. Severe 
property damage does not mean economic 
loss caused by delays in production. 

b. Bypass not exceeding limitations: The 
permittee may allow' any bypass to occur 
which does not cause effluent limitations to 
be exceeded, but only if it also la for essential 
maintenance to assure efficient operation. 

1 he sc bypasses are not subject to the 
provisions of paragraphs c.(l) and (2) below. 

c. Notice; (1) Anticipated bypass. If the 
permittee knows in advance of the need for a 
bypass, submit prior notice, if possible, at 
leust ten (10) days before the date of the 
bypass. 

(2) Unanticipated bypass. The permittee 
shall submit notice of an unanticipated 
bypass within twenty-four (24) hours of 
becoming aware of the circumstances as 
required under Part U D.3, above. 

d Prohibition of bypass: (1) Bypass la 
prohibited, and the Regional Administrator 
may take enforcement action against a 
permittee for bypass, unless; 

L Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss 
of life, personal injury, or sevens property 
damage: 

ii. There were no feasible alternatives to 
the bypass, such as the use of auxiliary 
treatment facilities, retention of untreated 
wastes, or maintenance during normal 
periods of equipment downtime. This 
condition is not satisfied if the permittee 
could have installed adequate backup 
equipment to prevent a bypass which 
occurred during normal periods of equipment 
downtime or preventive maintenance; and 

Ui. The permittee submitted notices as 
required under paragraph c. of this section, 
and the bypass has been approved by the 
Regional Administrator. 

(2) The Regional Administrator may 
approve an anticipated bypass, after 
considering its adverse effects, if the 
Regional Administrator determines that it 
will meet the three conditions listed above in 
paragraph d.(l) of this section. 

4. Upset Conditions, a. Definition: (1) 
“Upset" means an exceptional incident in 


which there is unintentional and temporary 
noncompliance with technology-based permit 
effluent limitations because of factors beyond 
the reasonable control of the permittee. An 
upset does not include noncompliance to the 
extent caused by operational error, 
improperly designed treatment facilities, 
inadequate treatment facilities, lack of 
preventive maintenance, or careless or 
improper operation. 

b. Effect of an upset: An upset constitutes 
on affirmative defense to an action brought 
for noncompliance with technology-based 
permit effluent limitations, if the 
requirements of paragraph c. below are met. 

No determination made during 
administrative review of claims that 
noncompliance was caused by upset, and 
before an action for noncompliance, is final 
administrative action subject to judicial 
review. 

c. Conditions necessary for a 
demonstration of upset A permittee who 
wishes to establish the affirmative defense of 
upset shall demonstrate, through properly 
signed, contemporaneous operating logs, or 
other relevant evidence that 

(1) An upset occurred and that the 
permittee can identify the specific causefs) of 
the upset 

(2) The permitted facility was at the time 
being properly operated; 

(3) The permittee submitted notice of the 
upset as required under Part II D.3; and 

(4) The permittee complied with any 
remedial measures required under Part 111 B.4 

d. Burden of Proof. In any enforcement 
proceeding the permittee seeking to establish 
the ocurrence of an upset has the burden of 
proof. 

5. Removed Substances. Solids, sludges, 
filter backwash, or other pollutants removed 
in the course of treatment or control of 
wastewaters shall be disposed of in a manner 
such as to prevent any pollutant from such 
materials from entering navigable waters. 

B. General Conditions 

1. Duty to Comply. The permittee roust 
comply with all conditions of this permit. Any 
permit noncomptiance constitutes a violation 
of the Act and is grounds for enforcement 
action or for requiring a permittee to apply 
for and obtain an individual N'PDES permit. 

2. Duty to Comply with Toxic Effluent 
Standards. The permittee shall comply with 
effluent standards or prohibitions established 
under section 307(a) of the Act for toxic 
pollutants within the time provided in the 
regulations that establish these standards or 
prohibitions, even if the permit has not yet 
been modified to incorporate the 
rrquiremenL 

3. Penalties for Violations of Permit 
Conditions . The Act provides that any person 
who violates a permit condition implementing 
sections 301, 302. 306. 307, 308, 318. or 405 of 
the Act is subject to a civil penalty not to 
exceed $10,000 per day of such violation. Any 
person who willfully or negligently violates 
permit conditions implementing section 301, 
302. 306. 307, or 308 of the Act is subject to a 
fine of not less than $2,500 nor more than 
$25,000 per day of violation, or by 
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imprisonment for not more than one (1) year, 
or both. 

4. Duty to Mitigate* The permittee shall 
take all reasonable steps to minimize or 
prevent any discharge in violation of this 
permit which has a reasonable likelihood of 
adversely affecting human health or the 
environment 

5. Permit Actions. This permit may be 
modified, revoked and reissued, or 
terminated for cause. The filing of a request 
by the permittee for a permit modification, 
revocation and reissuance, or termination, or 
a notification of planned changes or 
anticipated noncompliance, does not stay any 
permit condition. 

6. Civil and Criminal Liability. Except as 
provided in permit conditions on "Bypasses* 
(Part III A.3.) and "Upsets’* (Part III A.4.). 
nothing in this permit shall be construed to 
relieve the permittee from civil or criminal 
penalties for noncompliance. 

7. State Lows. Nothing in this permit shall 
be construed to preclude the institution of 
any legal action or relieve the permittee from 
any responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties 
established pursuant to any applicable State 
law or regulation under authority preserved 
by section 510 of the Act. 

S. Property Rights . The issuance of this 
permit does not convey any property rights of 
any sort, or any exclusive privileges, nor does 
it authorize any injury to private property or 
any invasion of personal rights, nor any 
inlringcihent of Federal, Slate or local laws or 
regulations. 

9. Severability . The provisions of this 
permit are severable, and if any provision of 
this permit, or the application of any 
provision of this permit to any circumstance, 
is held invalid, the application of such 
provision to other circumstances, and the 
remainder of this permit, shat! not be affected 
thereby. 

10. Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability . 
Nothing in this permit shall be construed to 
preclude the institution of any legal action or 
relieve the permittee from any 
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to 
which the permittee is or may be subject 
under section 311 of the Act 

C. Additional Genera! Permit Conditions 

1. The Regional Administrator may require 
any permittee discharging under the authority 
of this permit to apply for and obtain an 
individual NPDES permit whon: 

a. The discharge(s) is(are) a significant 
contributor of pollution. 

b. The permittee ia not in compliance with 
the conditions of this permit. 

c. A change has occurred in the availability 
of the demonstrated technology or practices 
for the control or abatement of pollutants 
applicable to the point source. 

d. Effluent limitation guidelines are 
promulgated for point sources covered by this 
permit. 

e. A Water Quality Management Plan 
containing requirements applicable to such 
point source is approved. 

f. The point sources covered by this permit 
no longer 

(1) Involve the same or substantially 
similar types of operations, 

(2] Discharge the same types of wastes. 


(3) Require the same effluent limitations or 
operating conditions, or 

(4) Require the same or similar monitoring; 
or 

g. In the opinion of the Regional 
Administrator, the discharges are more 
appropriately controlled under an individual 
permit than under general NPDES permits. 

2. The Regional Administrator may require 
any permittee authorized by this permit to 
apply for an individual NPDES permit only if 
the permittee has been notified In writing that 
an individual permit application is required. 

3. Any permittee covered by this permit 
may request to be excluded from the 
coverage of this general permit by applying 
for an individual permit. The owner or 
operator shall submit an application together 
with the reasons supporting the request to the 
Regional Administrator no later than ninety 
(90) days after the effective date of this 
permit. 

4. When an Individual NPDES permit is 
issued to a permittee otherwise subject to 
Ibis general permit, the applicability of this 
permit to that owner or operator is 
automatically terminated on the effective 
dote of the individual permit. 

5. A source excluded from coverage under 
this general permit solely because it already 
has an individual permit may request that its 
individual permit be revoked, and that it be 
covered by this general permit. Upon 
revocation of the individual permit this 
general permit shall apply to the source. 

D. Definitions 

1. Approved Drilling Mud Types: Eight 
generic mud types have been evaluated by 
EPA during permit development in Regions l 
II VI and IX. These mud types have been 
approved for discharge with limitations on 
composition given in Table 1. A Ijst of 
approved mud components (specialty 
additives) has also been included in this 
permit (Table 2). Any type of mud listed in 
Tnble 1 which contains one or more 
components or additives not Hsted in Tables 
1 and 2 shall be considered a generic mud if 
bioassay data for the whole mud with the 
additive demonstrates if falls in the same 
order of magnitude of toxicity as the listed 
mud. 

2. "Ballast water" means seawater added 
or removed to maintain the proper ballast 
floater level and ship draft. 

3. "Bilge Water" means water which 
collects in the lower internal parts of the 
drilling vessel hull. 

4. "Blowout preventer fluid" means fluid 
used to actuate hydraulic equipment on the 
blowout preventer. 

5. "Boiler blowdown" means the discharge 
of w ater drained from boiler drums. 

a. "Cooling water" means once-through 
non contact cooling water. 

7. "COST well" means Continental 
Offshore Stratigraphic Test Well and refers 
to wells which are drilled to define geologic 
formations as opposed to exploratory wells 
which are drilled to locate petroleum 
hydrocarbon reserves. The Minerals 
Management Service designates these as 
Deep Stratigraphic Test wells. 

8. "Daily maximum" means the maximum 
value measured of the parameter specified 
during any 24-hour period. 


9. "Deck drainage" means all waste 
resulting from platform washings, deck 
washings, and nin-off from curbs, gutters, 
and drains including drip pans and wash 
areas. 

10. "Desalinization unit discharge" means 
wastewater associated with the process of 
creating freshwater from seawater. 

11. A "discrete sample" means any 
individual sample collected in less than 
fifteen (15) minutes. 

12. "Domestic wastes" includes wastes 
from showers, sinks, galleys, and laundries. 

13. "Drill cuttings" means particles 
generated by drilling into subsurface 
geological formations. 

14. "Drilling mud" means any fluid sent 
* down the hole, including any specialty 

products from the time a well is begun until 
final cessation of drilling in that hole 

15. "Excess cement slurry" means the 
excess cement and wastes from equipment 
washdown after a cementing operation. 

18. "Exploratory" operations are limited to 
those operations involving drilling to 
determine the nature of potential 
hydrocarbon reserves and does not Include 
drilling of wells once a hydrocarbon reserve 
has been defined. 

17. "Fire control system lest water" means 
the water released during the training of 
personnel in fire protection and the testing 
and maintenance of fire protection 
equipment. 

18. "Laboratory (static) sheen test" means 
those procedures which are described in the 
draft "Proposed Methodology: Laboratory 
Sheen Tests for the Offshore Subcategory, Oil 
and Gas Exploration Industry." prepared by 
Technical Resources, Inc.. April 10.1983. 

19. "Monthly average" for drilling mud and 
cutting discharges means the average flow 
rate during the period of each calendar 
month. 

20. "Monthly maximum" for drilling fluid 
and cutting discharges means the peak flow 
rate which occurs during the period of each 
calendar month. 

21. "Muds, cuttings, cement at ocean floor" 
moans the materials discharged at the surface 
of the ocean floor in the early phases of 
drilling operations, before the well casing is 
set. and during well abandoment and 
plugging. 

22. "No discharge of free oil" means a 
discharge that does not cause a film or sheen 
upon or a discoloration of the surface of the 
water or adjoining shorelines, or cause a 
sludge or emulsion to be deposited beneath 
the surface of the water or upon adjoining 
shorelines. 

23. "Open Water** is defined as less than 
25% Ice coverage within a one (1) mile radius 
of the discharge site after spring breakup or 
prior to slush ice formation in the fall. 

24. "Sanitary wastes" means the human 
body waste discharged from toilets and 
urinals 

25. "Slush Ice" occurs during the initial 
state of ice formation when unconsolidated 
individual ice crystals (frazil) form a slush 
layer at the surface of the water column. 

26. ’Test fluids" meant the discharge 
which would occur should hydrocarbons be 
located and tested for formation pressure and 
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content. This would consist ol fluids sent 
downhole during testing along with waters 
and particulate matter from the formation. 

27. "Unstable or broken ice conditions" are 
defined as greater than 25% Ice coverage 
within a one (1) mile radius of the discharge 
site after spring breakup or after the start of 
slush ice forma bon in the fall. 


Tabic 1 —Approved Drilling Moo Types 
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Bank Holding Companies; Barclays 
Bank PLC, et al.; Proposed de Novo 
Nonbank Activities by Bank Holding 
Companies 

The organizations identified in this 
notice have applied, pursuant to section 
4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 US C 1843 (c)(8)) and 
S 225.4(b)(1) of the Board's Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(1)). for permission to 
engage de novo (or continue to engage in 
on activity earlier commenced de novo ). 
directly or indirectly, solely in the 
activities indicated, which have been 
determined by the Board of Governors 
to be closely related to banking. 

With respect to these applications, 
interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether 
consummation of the proposal can 
"reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 
convenience, increased competition, or 
gains in efficiency, that outweigh 
possible adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 
unfair competition, conflicts of interests, 
or unsound banking practices." Any 
comment that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of the reasons a 
written presentation would not suffice in 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute, 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing, and indicating 
how the party commenting would be 
aggrieved by approval of that proposal. 

The applications may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 


at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated. 
Comments and requests for hearing 
should identify clearly the specific 
application to which they relate, and 
should be submitted in writing and 
receive by the appropriate Federal 
Reserve Bank not later than the date 
indicated. 

A Federal Reserve Bank of New York 

(A. Marshall Puckett Vice President) 33 
Liberty Street New York. New York 
10045: 

1 . Barclays Batik PLC and its 
subsidiary. Barclays Bank International 
Limited, both of London. F.ng)and 
(leasing activities; South Carolina): To 
engage through their subsidiary. 
BarclaysAmearican/Leasing, Inn. 
("BAL"), in lease financing of 
commercial vehicles by means of leases 
that meet the standards of Section 
225.4(a)(6) of Regulation Y. This activity 
would be conducted from an office of 
BAL located in Greenville. South 
Carolina, serving customers in 
Greenville and surrounding areas in 
South Carolina. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
than December 30.1983. 

2. Citicorp* New York, New York 
(consumer finance and credit-related 
insurance activities; Florida): To 
establish a de novo office of Citicorp 
Person-to-Person Financial Center of 
Florida. Inc. and a de novo office of 
Citicorp Homeowners. Inc. at a shared 
location in Ft. Myers. Florida. The 
activities in which the de novo office 
propose to engage are: the making or 
acquiring of loans and other extensions 
of credit, secured or unsecured, for 
consumer and other purposes; the sale 
of credit related life and accident and 
health insurance by licensed agents or 
brokers, as required; the sale of 
consumer oriented financial 
management courses; the servicing, for 
any person, of loans and other 
extensions of credit; the making, 
acquiring, and servicing, far its own 
account and for the account of others, of 
extensions of credit to individuals 
secured by liens on residential or non* 
residential real estate: and the sale of 
mortgage life and mortgage disability 
insurance directly related to extensions 
of mortgage loans. The proposed service 
area for the de novo offices will 
comprise the entire State of Florida for 
all the aforementioned proposed 
activities. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
December 30.1983. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond 
(Lloyd W. Bostian. Jr.. Vice President) 
701 East Bryd Street. Richmond. Virginia 
23261: 





















































Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 236 / Wednesday, December 7. 1983 / Notices 


54897 


1 . Southern Boncorporation, Inc., 
Greenville, South Carolina (lending 
activities; Texas): To engage through its 
subsidiary, World Acceptance 
Corporation, in lending activities as a 
licensed consumer finance lender, 
through an office located in Dallas, 
Texas, serving Dallas, Texas. Comments 
of this application must be received not 
later than December 30.1983. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis (Bruce J. Hedblom, Vice 
President) 250 Marquette Avenue. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480: 

1 . Norwest Bancorporation. 
("Norwest"). Minneapolis, Minnesota 
(financing, insurance and travelers 
checks activities; a California): To 
continue to engage, through its 
subsidiary, Norwest Financial 
California, Inc. ("Norwest Financial/ 
California"), in the activities of 
consumer and sales finance, in the sale 
of life, accident, and health, property 
and casualty insurance, all directly 
related to extensions of credit by said 
subsidiary, and in the offering for sale 
and selling of travlers checks: and to 
engage de novo, through its Norwest 
Finandal/Califomia subsidiary, in the 
activity of commercial finance. Norwest 
Financial/Califiomia engaged in 
consumer and sales finance and in the 
above credit-related insurance activities 
at the time of its acquisition by Norwest. 
which acquisition occuned pursuant to a 
binding written contract entered into on 
or before May t, 1982, thereby rendering 
said activities permissible under the 
forms of Section 601(D) of the Gam-St 
Germain Depository Institutions Act of 
1982. This application is for the 
relocation of an existing office within 
Bakersfield. California, and requests 
permission to engage de novo in the 
activity of commercial finance from said 
office, as relocated. Upon relocation, 
this office will serve Bakersfield, 
California. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
than December 28,1983. 

D. Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco (Harry W. Green. Vice 
President) 101 Market Street, San 
Francisco. California 94105: 

1 . Zions Utah Bancorporation , ("Zions 
Utah"), Salt Lake City. Utah 
(underwriting credit life and disability 
insurance; Arizona): To engage, through 
its subsidiary, Zions Life Insurance 
Company ("Zions Life"), in the activity 
of underwriting as reinsurer credit life 
and disability insurance directly related 
to extensions of credit by Zions Utah’s 
financial subsidiaries in conference with 
12 CFR 225.4 (a)(10). These activities 
would be conducted from offices of Zion 
Life located in Phoenix Arizona, serving 
the State of Utah. Comments on this 


application must be received not later 
than December 30,1983. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. December 1 . 1983. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc SS-S2S2S Filed 12-4-S3 %AS «»] 

billing cooc 6?!o-oi-a 


First Illinois Bancorp, Inc., «t al.; 
Acquisition of Bank Shares by Bank 
Holding Companies 

The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3(a)(3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3)) to acquire voting shares or 
assets of a bank. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in Section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Each application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors, or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated 
for that application. With respect to 
each application, interested persons 
may express their views in writing to the 
address indicated for that application. 
Any comment on an application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice In lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 
(Delmer P. Weisz, Vice President) 411 
Locust Street. St. Louis. Missouri 83166: 

1 . First Illinois Bancorp , Inc., 
Manchester. Missouri; to acquire at least 
80 percent of the voting shares of assets 
of Monroe National Bank of Columbia. 
Columbia, Illinois. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
than December 30,1983. 

B. Federal Reserv e Bank of Dallas 
(Anthony J. Montelaro, Vice President) 
400 South Akard Street. Dallas. Texas 
75222: 

1 . Vitoria Bankshares. Inc., Victoria, 
Texas; to acquire; 100 percent of the 
voting shares of First State Bank. Poteet. 
Texas. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
December 30.1983. 

2. Victoria Bankshares . Inc., Victoria, 
Texas; to acquire 100 percent of the 
voting shares of First National Bank in 
Pleasanton. Pleasanton. Texas. 
Comments on this application must be 
received not later than December 30. 
1983. 


Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. December 1.1983. 

James McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

|>H Doc BS-US24 Piled L2-4-B3. 

BILLING COOC S21&-01-N 


F & M Bank Holding Company, et al.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Companies 

The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become bank holding 
companies by acquiring voting shares or 
assets of a bank. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Each application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors, or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated 
for that application. With respect to 
each application, interested persons 
muy express their views in writing to the 
address indicated for that application. 
Any comment on an application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing. 

A. Federal Reserv e Bank of 

Minneapolis (Bruce J. Hedblom, Vice 
PresidentJ 250 Marquette Avenue. 
Minneapolis. Minnesota 55480: 

X.F&MBank Holding Company, 
Cooperstown, North Dakota; to become 
a bank holding company by acquiring 
100 percent of the voting shares of 
Farmers & Merchants Bank in 
Cooperstown. Cooperstown. North 
Dakota. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
December 30,1983. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(Franklin D. Dreyer. Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois 
80690: 

1 . Midwest Boncsharcs, Inc., Park 
Forest South. Illinois; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring at least 
80 percent of the voting shares of 
Heritage Bank of Park Forest South, 

Park Forest South. Illinois. Comment on 
this application must be received not 
later than December 28. 1983. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas 
(Anthony J. Montelaro, Vice President) 
400 South Akard Street, Dallas. Texas 
75222: 

1 . Path Bancorporation, Inc., Poth, 
Texas; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
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voting shares of The First National Bank 
of Poth, Texas. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
ttym December 28,1983. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. December 1.1903. 

fames McAfee, 

Associate Secretary of the Board. 

|FX Doc W-22S23 riWd 12-0-83. ft45 am| 

BILLING COOC •? 10-01-II 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Agency Information Collections Under 
Review by the Office of Management 
and Budget 

agency: Office of Policy and 
Management Systems. CSA. 
action: Notice. 

summary: Under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. Chapter 35). the General Services 
Administration (GSA) plans to request 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB). to review and approve the 
information collections listed below. 
GSA is required under the provisions of 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. Chapter 35), to consider 
comments on proposed information 
requirements that will affect the public. 
OATES: Comments on this information 
collection must be submitted on or 
before December 21.1983. 
addresses: Send comments to Franklin 
S. Reeder. GSA Desk Officer. Room 
3235, NEOB, Washington. DC 20503. and 
to John F. Gilmore. GSA Clearance 
Officer (ORA1). Washington. DC 20405. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Victoria Moss. Office of Acquisition 
Policy, on 202-523-4799. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Title, purpose, and annual burden 
(respondents, responses, hours) 

a. Insurance Requirements. Firms 
maintaining insurance for work under 
Federal contracts must provide 
information to the Government before 
work begins to ensure that they meet the 
necessary standards. (1,500 3000, 270). 

b. Small Business Subcontracting 
Requirements. Subcontracting Report 
for Individual Contracts/Firms receiving 
Federal contracts in excess of $500,000 
must submit a subcontracting plan to 
provide opportunities for small 
disadvantaged businesses, which 
information is used to ensure 
compliance with the Small Business Act. 
(45, 237, 333). 

2. Obtaining copies of information 
proposals. A copy of the proposals may 


be obtained from the Directives and 
Reports Management Branch (ORAI). 
Room 3004. GS Building. Washington. 
DC 20405 (202-566-0666). 

Dated: November 21.1983. 

Michael G. Barbour, 

Director, Information Management Division. 

(in Doc o-ttsas Piled 12-ft-ftJ ft45 amj 

BILLING COOC ftft20~34-ftl 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 

(Docket No. 83N-0309I 

Disposition of Records 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is considering 
changes in its records disposition 
procedures. At present, inactive records 
relating to Notices of Claimed 
Investigational Exemptions for New 
Drugs (IND’s). New Drug Applications 
(NDA’s). Abbreviated New Drugs 
Applications (ANDA's). Antibiotic 
Applications (Forms 5 or 6). and Drug 
Master Files (DMPs) are scheduled to 
be retained indefinitely at Federal 
records storage facilities. The National 
Archives and Records Service (NARS). 
General Services Administration, has 
requested that FDA review its present 
records disposition procedures and 
designate records that are not of 
continuing value to be subject to 
destruction at a specified time. This 
change in procedure would assist NARS 
in freeing limited storage space and 
reducing maintenance costs at Federal 
records centers. 

address: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration. Rm. 
4-82, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville. MD 
20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ansis M. Helmanis. National Center for 
Drugs and Biologies (HFN-7), 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20857. 301- 
443-6490. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

National Center for Drugs and Biologies 
annually receives and reviews 
submissions in support of IND’s, NDA’s. 
ANDA’s, and antibiotic drugs (Forms 5 
and 6) totalling approximately five 
million sheets of paper. Under current 
FDA records disposition procedures, the 
files of the classes of records under 
consideration are retained in the 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville. MD. until a specified event, 


such as NDA approval or IND 
inactivation. Then, all or part of these 
files are transferred to the Washington 
National Records Center, which now 
stores approximately 15,000 cubic feet of 
Agency records. 

As a general principle, Government 
records of continuing value are required 
to be preserved (Federal Property 
Management regulations, 41 CFR 101- 
11.102-5). The value of the files under 
consideration is determined by FDAs 
responsibility for the regulation of new 
drugs and antibiotics under sections 505 
and 507 of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (the act), (21 U.S.C 355 
and 357). Before approval, the data 
incorporated in an IND, NDA, ANDA, 
Form 5 or 6, and a DMF are used to 
establish whether a new drug should be 
approved for marketing. After approval, 
these records assist the agency in 
monitoring the safety and effectiveness 
of marketed drug products. 

FDA has no obligations under the act, 
however, with respect to a drug product 
whose marketing approval has been 
withdrawn and whose marketing has 
been discontinued. The Federal Property 
Management regulations contemplate 
the retention of records for the shortest 
practical period of time (44 CFR 101- 
11.404—1(b)). NARS has advised FDA 
that files of terminated drug products 
are not considered to be records of 
continuing value that require permanent 
retention. The agency believes that the 
indefinite retention of such records 
serves no public health or safety 
purpose and, therefore, is considering 
adopting procedures that would provide 
for the review and destruction of 
records relating to an NDA, ANDA, and 
Form 5 or 6 five years after the date on 
which marketing approval has been 
withdrawn or revoked (except that case 
report forms would be subject to a 
different schedule, as explained below), 
DMF’s would be reviewed and 
destroyed where no record of a 
submission or authorization to refer to 
the file had been received by the agency 
in 15 years. 

Similarly, the retention of records 
relating to an IND for more than 7 years 
after the investigation has been 
terminated, discontinued or abandoned, 
serves no apparent public health or 
safety purpose. From past experience, 
there has never been situation where a 
health problem associated with a drug 
investigation has surfaced 7 or more 
years after an investigation has been 
discontinued. The current IND 
regulations (21 CFR 312.1(a) (4), (5), (12) 
(Form FD-1572.6.C.), and (13) (Form FD- 
1573.4.e.)) require sponsors and 
investigators to maintain records of drug 
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investigations for a minimum of 2 years 
after an investigation has been 
discontinued. The review and 
destruction of such records in FDA files 
7 years after the termination of 
investigational use would appear to be 
consistent with the agency's 
responsibilities for public health and 
safety protection. 

The review and destruction, 7 years 
after NDA approval, of case reports of 
clinical investigations that supported 
marketing approval of a new drug would 
also appear to be consistent with the 
agency’s statutory obligations. Once the 
investigations they support have been 
reviewed and an NDA has been 
approved, these records are transferred 
to a Federal records center for storage. 
There has never been a health problem 
related to a clinical investigation that 
supported an NDA approval that has 
required these records for followup of 
clinical subjects 7 or more years after 
NDA approval. Since the enactment of 
the act in 1938 there has been only one 
case in which such records were 
referred to by a party in preparation for 
a proceeding to remove a new drug from 
the market 7 or more years after NDA 
approval. In that administrative 
proceeding, the case reports that had 
supported the 1959 NDA approval of 
Phenformin were used but were not 
critical in the 1978 decision to remove 
the drug from the market. The critical 
data relied upon in the decision 
concerned new evidence and studies on 
lactic acidosis, the often fatal adverse 
reaction that had come to light in the 
years following NDA approval. 

The disposition procedures under 
consideration would apply to records 
that supported marketing approval of 
new drugs subsequent to the effective 
date of the 1938 act. The bulk of stored 
records represents the documentation, 
particularly clinical studies and case 
reports, that have been required to 
su Pport the approval of a new drug. 

Ine disposition procedures for the 
records under consideration would be 
implemented by FDA on a case~by~case 
basis. FDA would identify records for 
disposition under the new schedule and 
provide that information to NARS for 
implementation. Records not identified 
by FDA for disposition would be 
retained. To ensure that records are 
preserved for their full retention period, 
H)A would initiate its new disposition 
schedule with the oldest records and 
progress to the most recent, which 
currently would be specified as follows: 

(1) IND’s that have been inactive since 
December 31,1975; 

(2) NDA’s, ANDA's. and Forms 5 or 6 
that were withdrawn or revoked on or 
before December 31. 1977; 


(3) DMPs with no record of a 
submission or authorization to the files 
since December 31.1967; aud 

(4) Case reports that supported an 
NDA or antibiotic application approved 
on or before December 31,1975. 

The agency is inviting comments on 
its plan to revise its records disposition 
procedures. Although there is no 
requirement to publish a notice of 
proposed changes in records retention 
procedures, or to invite comments on 
suggested changes. FDA is publishing 
this notice for comment because of 
possible public interest. Interested 
persons may on or before February 8, 
1984 submit written comments on the 
proposed plan to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above). 
Such comments will be considered in 
the preparation of revised records 
disposition procedures. If no significant 
adverse comment is received, the 
agency will initiate these disposition 
procedures at the end of the comment 
period. However, if objections are 
received that result in a significant 
revision of the proposed plan, a notice 
announcing the changes will be 
published. Two copies of all comments 
should be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit single copies of 
comments. Comments should be 
identified by the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Comments received by the 
agency may be seen in the office above 
between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: November 23.1963. 

Mark Nnvitili. 

Acting Commits inner of Food and Drags. 

(FX Doc. M-J2410 Fifo! 12-4MD. K4& unj 

04LUMG COOC 41*0-01-41 


(Docket No. 83M-0389) 

Cordis Corp.; Premarket Approval of 
Gemini Theta Model 415A Pulse 
Generator and Models 255A and 256A 
Programmer 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the 
Gemini Theta Model 415A Pulse 
Generator and Models 255A and 256A 
Programmers, sponsored by Cordis 
Corp., Miami, FL. After reviewing the 
recommendation of the Circulatory 
System Devices Panel. FDA notified the 
sponsor that the device had been shown 
to be safe and effective for use in 


cardiac pacing as recommended in the 
submitted labeling. 

date: Petitions for administrative 
review by fanuary 6, 1984. 

address: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305). Food 
and Drug Administration. Rm. 4-62. 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles IL Kyper, National Center for 
Devices and Radiological Health (HFK- 
402), Food and Drug Administration, 

8757 Georgia Ave., Silver Spring. MD 
20910; 301-427-7445. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

February 7,1983. Cordis Corp.. Miami. 
FL. submitted to FDA an application for 
premarket approval of the Gemini Theta 
Model 415A Pulse Generator and the 
Models 255A and 256A Programmers. 
The application was reviewed by the 
Circulatory System Devices Panel, an 
FDA advisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application for use of this device as a 
cardiac pacing system. On November 10. 
1983, FDA approved the application by a 
letter to the sponsor from the Associate 
Director for Device Evaluation of the 
Office of Medical Devices. 

A summary of safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA’s 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Office of Medical 
Devices—contact Charles H. Kyper 
(HFK-402), address above. Requests 
should be identified with the name of 
the device and the docket number found 
in brackets in the heading of this 
document. 

Opportunity for Administrative Review 

Section 515(d)(3) of the the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) 
(21 U.S.C. 360e(d)(3|) authorizes any 
interested person to petition under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
300e(g)) for administrative review of 
FDA’s decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA’s administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and of FDA's 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration of FDA’s action under 
5 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). A petitioner 
shall identify the form of review 











54900 


Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 236 / Wednesday. December 7. 1983 / Notices 


requested (hearing or independent 
advisory committee) and shall submit 
with the petition supporting data and 
information showing that there is a 
genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issues 
to be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may. at any time on or 
before January 6,1984. file with the 
Docket Management Branch (address 
above) two copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and docket number found in brackets in 
the heading of this document. Received 
petitions may be seen in the office 
above between 9 a m. and 4 p m.. 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: December 1 . 1983. 

William F. Randolph. 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

|FR Due ey-3ZSM Filrd 12-4MI3 8 45 «m| 

SILLING COOC 4 180-0 1-84 


Consumer Participation; Open Meeting 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
action; Notice. 

Summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
following consumer exchange meeting: 

Detroit District Office, chaired by 
Alan L Mooting. District Director. The 
topic to be discussed is Drug Use and 
the F.lderly. 

date: Tuesday. December 13.1983, 9:30 
a.m. 

ADDRESS: 15(30 East Jefferson Avc.. 
Detroit. MI 48207. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Diane Place, Consumer Affairs Officer, 
Food and Drug Administration. 1560 
East Jefferson Ave.. Detroit. MI 48207; 
313-228-6260. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

purpose of this meeting is to encourage 
dialogue between consumers and FDA 
officials, to identify and set priorities for 
current and future health concerns, to 
enhance relationships between local 
consumers and FDA's District Offices, 
and to contribute to the agency's 
policymaking decisions on vital issues. 


Dated: December 1.1983. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

|FR Hoc Fifed 12-8-tt *45 «m| 

PU LING COOC 4 180-01 -44 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

8ureau of Indian Affairs 

Colorado River Indian Irrigation 
Project, Arizona; Annual Operation 
and Maintenance Charges 

agency: Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
Interior. 

action: Public Notice. 

summary: The purpose of the public 
notice is to make the following changes: 

(a) Increase the basic annual per acre 
assessment rate for operation and 
maintenance from $16.00 to S22.00 per 
irrigable acre to properly reflect the 
actual costs for labor, materials, 
equipment and services. 

(bj Increase the per acre-foot charge 
for water in excess of the basic 
allowance from $5.50 to $8.00 per acre 
foot to properly reflect the actual cost 
for labor, materials, equipment, services 
and to encourage the overall 
conservation of water through efficient 
irrigation practices. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This public notice shall 
become effective Janauary 1.1984 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 
Vernon M Hughes, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. Colorado River Agency. Parker. 
Arizona 85344. telephone number (602) 
669-6121. Ext. 215. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! The 
current operations and maintenance 
charges were established in June, 1979. 
The costs of labor, materials, power, 
equipment and energy have continued to 
increase each year until costs now 
exceed revenue from current charges. In 
1979 there were 75.706 irrigable acres in 
the project, in 1983 there are 76.275 
irrigable acres which is an increase of 
569 irrigable acres in 4 years, therefore, 
limited revenue has been derived from 
an increase in irrigable acreage. 

A notice of the proposed changes in 
the water rates was sent to all water 
users on October 1,1983 and published 
in the local newspaper. Comments 
received were carefully considered in 
arriving at the new rate. 

The principal author of this document 
is Vernon M. Hughes. Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. Colorado River Agency. Route 1, 
Box 9-C. Parker. Arizona 85344. 
telephone number (602) 669-6121. Ext. 
215. 


Pursuant to Section 171.le of Part 171, 
Chapter 1. of Title 25 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, this pubic notice is 
issued under authority delegated to the 
Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs by 
the Secretary of the Interior in 209 DM 8 
and redelegated by the Assistant 
Secretary for Indian Affairs to the Area 
Director in 10 BIAM 3. 

Notice shall read as follows: 

Colorado River Indian Irrigation Project. 
Arizona Annual Operation and 
Maintenance Charges 

Basic Water Charges —The annual 
basic charges against the land to which 
water can be delivered under the 
Colorado River Indian Irrigation Project 
in Arizona for operation and 
maintenance of the Project, is hereby 
fixed at $22.00 per irrigable acre, 
whether water is used or not. Payment 
of this charge will entitle the water user 
to. but not in excess of, 5 acre-feet of 
water per annum per irrigable acre of 
land. 

Excess Water Charge —Additional 
water, if and when available, in excess 
of the basic allowance, may be 
delivered upon written request to the 
Superintendent by landowners or users 
at the rate of $8.00 per acre foot or 
fraction thereof. 

Charges— The charges above and 
allotments of water shall become 
effective-for the Calandar Year 1984 and 
continue in effect until further notice. 

Payment —One-half of the annua) 
basic water charge shall become due 
and payable on January 1 of each year, 
which entitles the water user to not 
more than one-half of the annual basic 
water allotment prior to |uly 1. The 
second half of the annual basic water 
charge will be due and payable on July 1 
which shall entitle the water user to not 
more than the remaining one-half of the 
annual basic water allotment. Water 
delivery will not be continued for any 
tract after July 1 of any year unless and 
until the remaining half of the basic 
water charge shall have been paid. To 
all charges assessed against fee land 
and Indian lands under lease to a non- 
Indian which are not paid on or before 
July 1 of each year, there shall be added 
a penalty of one percent per month or 
fraction thereof from January 1 until 
paid. Water will not be delivered to any 
tract of land in succeeding years until 
full payment of the previous years* 
operation and maintenance 
assessments, inclusive of penalties, has 
been made or unless arrangements have 
been made under Part 171, Operation 
and Maintenance, Paragraph 171.17 CFR 
25. Indians, and (a) and (b) of this 
section. 
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(a) Assignments or leases of Indian 
lands that become effective during the 
first half of the calendar year, and basic 
charges have not been paid in full, and 
irrigation water is desired during that 
half of the calendar year, the assignee or 
leasee will be required to pay prior to 
delivery of water, one-half the annual 
basic charge, for delivery of not to 
exceed one-half of the annual basic 
allotment of water, and if the lease term 
ends on June 30. the leasee shall be 
charged one-half of annual basic 
assessment for the calendar year, plus 
excess water charges for water used in 
excess of one-half of the annual basic 
allotment. 

(b) No water shall be delivered for use 
on Indian trust lands under lease until 
the Superintendent of the Indian 
Reservation has certified that the leasee 
has paid the required operation and 
maintenance charges and complied with 
all the terms of the lease contract. 

(c) The excess water charge is 
payable at the time of written request 
for such water and must be paid prior to 
delivery of the excess water. 

Water Users Responsibility for Water 
After Delivery—' The water users are 
responsible for the water after it has 
been delivered to their lands, and are 
required to have their field ditches of 
proper capacity and in a suitable 
condition for delivery of irrigation 
water. 

Distribution and Apportionment —All 
water of the project is deemed a 
common water supply in which all 
irrigable lands of the project are entitled 
to share equally and such water will be 
distributed to the lands of the project as 
equitably as physical conditions will 
permit. 

W. P. Ragsdale. 

Assistant . Area Director 

im Doc 66-32516 ttkd 12-6-13146 «m| 
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Bureau of Land Management 

I A-18943) 

Public Lands Exchange. La Pax and 
Yavapai Counties, Arizona 

agency: Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM). Interior. 

action: Notice of Realty Action 
Exchange. Public Lands in La Paz and 
Yavapai Counties. Arizon a. 

summary: The following described 
public lands have been determined to be 
potentially suitable for disposal by 
exchange under Section 206 of the 
Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1978, 43 U.S.C. 1716: 


Gila and Salt River Meridian. Arizona 
T. 7 N.. R 14 W.. 

Sec. 7. lots 2. 3. 4. SEV*NW V«. E^SW‘4, 
SE%: Sec. 8, SVXSW 
T. 7N.. R. 15 YV.. 

Sec 1. SYtSYVM., 

Sec 16, all; 

Sec 17, E Vi: 

Sec 21, NS; 

Sec.2ZNS.NSSS; 

T.8N.. R.15W., 

See 33, SSSES; 

Sec 34. SWV 4 SWV 4 . 

T. 13 N., R 6 W . 

Sec 8. lot 8; 

Sec 17. lot Z 
T. 12 No.. R. 8 W.. 

Sec. 4. lots 1. 2. 3; 

Sec. 9. NSNYVS. SYVSNYVS. 

NYVSSWS; 

Sec 21, SYVSNWS; 

T. 11 N.. R- 8 YV.. 

Sec 38, lots 1. Z 3. 4. YVSES. 

T. 10 N..R.7 W.. 

Sec 18. lots Z 3. 4. NSNES. ESYVS; 

Sec. 19. lots 1. Z 3 4. ESWS. ES 
T. 10 N.. R. 8 YV., 

Sec 13. NS. 

T. 11 N.. R. 7 W., 

Sec. 11. lots 1. Z 3.4. YVSES; 

Sec. 1Z lots 1. 2. 3. 4.5.6. 7. 8. NSNS. 
SEV 4 . 

Sec. 14. lots 1. Z 3. 4. YVSES. WS. 

T. 12 N.. R. 6 YV.. 

Sec. 30. SESSES. 

T. 10 N.. R. 6 YV.. 

Sec 5. lot 4. 

T. 11 N.. R. 6 YV.. 

Sec 19. ESSES. 

T. 8 N., R. 4 YV.. 

Sec 34. SSNESNESNYVV 4 ; 

Sec. 35. NES. 

T. 8 N., R. 7 W„ 

Sec 1. lots 1. Z 3.4, SS; 

Sec 3. lots 1, 2, 3. 4, SS; 

Sec. 10. all: 

Sec 11. NS; 

Sec 12. all. 

Comprising 9091.94 acres of public land. 

In exchange for these lands, the 
federal government will acquire 
nonfedoral land from the Arizona State 
Land Department, described as follows: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian. Arizona 
T. 12 N.. R. 10 W„ 


Sec. 

8. all; 

Sec. 

9, all: 

Sac 

10. 

WV*: 

Sec. 

14. 

NY*. SEYfc; 

Sec. 

15. 

NVY; 

Sec. 

16 

all: 

Sec. 

17. 

all: 

Sec. 

20. 

all: 

Sec 

23. 

NE*; 

Sec. 

24. 

WV*: 

Sec 

25, 

WH: 

Sec 

28. 

all: 

Sec 

29. 

Ntt. SEV*: 

Sec 

33. 

NYY, SEV 4 ; 

Sec 

38. 

NVfeNWV*. 


Comprising 6.8CM acres of land owned by 
State of Arizona. 


The exchange proposal involves the 
surface and mineral estate of the private 
land and the surface and mineral estate 
of the public land with the exception of 
oil and gas. which will be reserved to 
the government. 

Purpose of the exchange is to enlarge 
the Peoples Canyon Wilderness Study 
Area to increase manageability. Non- 
fedcral land contains exceptional 
wilderness values and has received 
much public support for acquisition. The 
exchange ha9 been proposed in the 
Bureau's planning system. Public 
interest will be well served by 
completion of the exchange. 

Value of the lands and interests to be 
exchanged is approximately equal. Upon 
completion of the final appraisal, 
acreages may be adjusted to equalize 
value difference. 

Lands to be transferred from the 
United States will be subject to the 
following reservations, terms and 
conditions. 

1. A right-of-way for ditches and 
canals constructed by the authority of 
the United States. Act of August 30. 

1890, 28 Slat. 391, 43 U.S.C. 945. 

Z A reservation of all the oil and gas 
to the United States with the right to 
prospect for, mine and remove such 
deposits. 

Publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will segregate the 
public lands described herein to the 
extent they will not be subject to 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining laws. As set 
forth in 43 CFR 22 01.1(b), any 
subsequently tendered application, 
allowance of which is discretionary, 
shall not be accepted, shall not be 
considered as filed and shall be 
returned to the applicant. This 
segregative effect shall terminate upon 
issuance of patent to such lands, upon 
publication in the Federal Register of a 
termination of the segregation, or 2 
years from date of this publication, 
whichever occurs first. 

address: For a period of 45 days, 
interested parties may submit comments 
to: District Manager, Phoenix District, 
Bureau of Land Management, 2929 West 
Clarendon Avenue. Phoenix. Arizona 
85817. 

Dated: November 28.1983. 

Marly n V. lone*, 

District Manager, 

| PR Doc 66-ttSlS Filed 12-6-6* *45 •») 
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Southern Applachian Federal Coal 
Production Region, Alabama; Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
Availability 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management. 
Interior. 

action: Notice. 


summary: Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of I960, notice is hereby given that 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). 
Department of the Interior, has prepared 
a Final Southern Appalachian Regional 
Coal EIS II, which analyzes a second 
round of proposed competitive teasing of 
Federal coal in the Southern 
Appalachian Coal Production Region. 
Alabama Subregion. Copies of the Final 
EIS are available to the public at the 
addresses provided below. 

In addition, the BLM is issuing a call 
for submission to the BLM of surface 
owner consents, given by qualified 
surface owners, that would permit 
surface mining of Federal coal on the 
identified tracts where the Federal coal 
is overlain by privately owned surface. 
Qualified surface owners also have the 
opportunity to submit wirtten refusals to 
consent The legal descriptions of all 
surface-minable tracts considered for 
regional lease sale schedule in the final 
EIS are provided in Appendix A of this 
notice. 

addresses: Single copies of the final 
EIS may be obtained from and are 
available for inspection at the following 
locations: 

Eastern States Office. Bureau of Land 
Management. 350 South Pickett Street 
Alexandria. Virginia 22304 
Jackson District Office. Bureau of Land 
Management. Jackson Mall Office 
Center, 300 Woodrow Wilson, Suite 
3495. Jackson. Mississippi 39213 
Office of Public Affairs, Bureau of Land 
Management. 18th and C Streets. 

Nl\L Room 5623, Washington. D.C. 
20240. 

Valid written consents or written 
refusals to consent are to be filed with 
the Eastern States Office at the address 
given above. 

dates: The dates for filing valid surface 
owner consent agreements, or evidence 
thereof, are contained in the 

supplementary information section of 
this notice. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bob Todd. Team Leader. Southern 
Appalachian Regional Coal II EIS. 
Jackson. Mississippi, at the address 
above. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Final Southern Applachian Regional 


Coal 11 EIS. which is part of the leasing 
process under the Federal Coal 
Management Program (43 CFR 3400). 
analyzes the environmental impacts that 
would result from the development of 16 
Federal coal tracts proposed for leasing 
in a 3-county area of Alabama. 

In addition, the EIS analyzes the 
cumulative regional impacts fo four 
alternative leasing levels, including the 
no action alternative, as well as other 
related regional development is the 
Southern Appalachian Federal Coal 
Productioin Region, Alabama Subregion. 

Copies of the draft EIS were sent to 
approximately 1.000 Federal State, and 
local government agencies, non¬ 
governmental organizations and private 
citizens for their review and comment. 
Public hearings were held in Tuscaloosa. 
Alabama, on August 31.1983. All 
substantive comments on the adequacy 
of the draft FIS received during the 
public review process have been 
carefully considered in preparing the 
final EIS. Responses to public comments 
are contained in Chapter 5 of the final 
EIS. 

In accordance with 43 CFR Part 3427 
of the Federal coal management 
regulations, the BLM is also requesting 
that written surface owner consent 
agreements, or evidence thereof, given 
by qualified surface owners for lands 
within the region be submitted to the 
BI.M Eastern States Office at the 
address given above. Valid written 
consents for lands, in which the 
ownership of the surface is held by 
qualified surface owners and the 
ownership of the*- underlying surface- 
minable coal is reserved to the Federal 
Government, will be accepted until a 
yet-to-be determined date prior to the 
lease sale for the specific lands involved 
(see Appendix A). The actual deadline 
for submission of written consents shall 
be determined after the lease sale dates 
have been established, and shall be 
published in the Federal Register. It is 
the responsibility of parties intending to 
file consents to be aware of pending 
lease sale notice dates, as set forth in an 
announced regional lease sale schedule. 

Section 714(c) of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act (SMCRA) 
states that. “The Secretary shall not 
enter into any lease of Federal coal 
deposits until the surface owner has 
given written consent to enter and 
commence surface mining operations 
and the Secretary has obtained evidence 
of such consent/* 

As defined in the regulations (43 CFR 
3400.0-5 (gg)). qualified surface owner 
'‘means the natural person or persons 
(or corporation, the majority stock of 
which is held by a person or persons) 
who: 


(1) Hold legal or equitable title to the 
surface of split estate lands: 

(2) Have their principal place of 
residence on that land, or personally 
conduct farming or ranching operations 
upon a farm or ranch unit to be affected 
by surface mining operations: or receive 
directly a significant portion of their 
income, if any, from such farming and 
ranching operations, and: 

(3) Have met the conditions of 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection 
for a period of at least 3 years, except 
for persons who gave written consent 
less than 3 years after they met the 
requirements of both paragraphs (1) and 
(2) of this section. In computing the 3 
year period the authorized officer shall 
include periods during which title was 
owned by a relative or such person by 
blood or marriage, if during such periods 
the relative would have met the 
requirements of this subsection." 

Valid written consent is defined in the 
regulations 43 CFR 3400.0-5(gg] as "the 
document or documents that a qualified 
surface owner has signed that: (1) Permit 
a coal operator to enter and commence 
surface mining of coal: (2) describe any 
financial or other consideration given or 
promised in return for permission, 
including in-kind consideration: (3) 
describe any consideration given in 
terms of type or methods of operation or 
reclamation for the area: (4) contain any 
supplemental or related contracts 
between the surface owner and any 
other person who is a party to the 
permission, and (5) contain a full and 
accurate description of the area covered 
by the permissions." 

As required by 43 CFR 3427.2(e), it is 
the Bureau's responsibility to review all 
consents received. The Bureau will 
verify that the named surface owner is u 
qualified surface owner as defined in 
the regulations and that the title for split 
estate lands described in the filing is 
held by the named qualified surface 
owner(s). In addition, to be considered 
valid, consents entered into after the 
August 4.1977. enactment of the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act 
must be transferable to whomever 
makes the successful bid in a lease sale 
for the tract that includes the lands to 
which the consent applies. A written 
consent shall be considered transferable 
only if it provides that after the lease 
sale for the tract to which consent 
applies: (i) The successful bidder shall 
assume all rights and obligations of the 
holder of the consent, including the 
obligation to make all payments to the 
grantor of the consent and to reimburse 
the holder of the consent for all money 
previously paid to the grantor under the 
consent: and (ii) neither the holder nor 
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the grantor of the consent has any right 
under the consent contract to prevent 
the successful bidder from assuming the 
rights and obligations of the holder of 
the consent by imposing additional costs 
or conditions or otherwise. If a filing is 
from anyone other than the named 
qualified surface owner, the Bureau 
shall contact the named qualified 
surface owner and request confirmation 
in writing that the filed, transferable, 
written consent, or evidence thereof, to 
enter and commence surface mining has 
been granted and that the filing fully 
discloses all of the items of the written 
consent. 

To facilitate the filing and review of 
written consents from qualified surface 
owners, the person submitting the 
consent is asked to include a statement 
that the evidence submitted represents a 
true, accurate, and complete statement 
of information regarding the consent for 
the area described. Such a validation 
statement is required by 43 CFR 3427.3. 
The statement is to be signed and dated 
by the person submitting the concent 
and can be either incorporated directly 
into the consent document or enclosed 
as a separate item submitted with the 
consent document. The statement can be 
worded os follows: "1 (We) hereby 
declare that the evidence submitted, to 
the best of my (our) knowledge, 
represents a true, accurate, and 
complete statement of information 
regarding the surface owner consent for 
the area described/' This validation 
statement does not have to be witnessed 
or notarised. 

A qualified surface ownerfs) that has 
not been contacted by or requested to 
enter into any agreement with a private 
party, who may wish to give consent to 
allow permission to enter and 
commence surface mining, may prepare, 
sign, and submit a consent document to 
the Eastern States Office. The consent 
document should include the 
Information and requirements specified 
earlier in this notice in order to 
constitute a valid written consent as 
defined In the coal regulations (43 CFR 
3400.(K5(gg)), and must indicate any 
specific terms the surface owner may 
request to allow permission to enter and 
commence surface coal mining. This 
unilateral consent document must be 
signed by a private party prior to the 
deadline established for the submission 
of consent documents, or the area 
affected will not be ofTcred for lease 
sale. In accordance with 43 CFR 
3427.2(a)(2), written statements from 
qualified surface owners who refuse to 
consent to coal leasing may be filed 
with the Eastern States Office at the 
address given above. Early submittal of 


a refusal to consent by a qualified 
surface owner who is firmly against 
giving consent, thereby disqualifying the 
specified land from further leasing 
consideration, will deter pressure from 
persons or parties seeking to enter into a 
consent agreement and will prevent 
continued inquiries by the BLM of the 
status of surface owner consent for the 
specified lands. Additional information 
on written surface owner consents may 
be obtained from the Team Leader, 
Southern Appalachian Regional Coal II 
EIS. Jackson, Mississippi, at the address 
given above. 

For the tracts analyzed in the Final 
Southern Appalachian Regional Coal 11 
EIS, the Secretary of the Interior's 
decision and the announcement of a 
final lease sale schedule is anticipated 
in March 1984. As part of that decision, 
the Secretary may choose to hold 
competitive lease sale(s) beginning in 
May 1984. If the Secretary's decision 
should be to hold competitive lease 
sales in 1984, sale notices for the 
specified tracts to be offered could be 
published as early as mid-April 1984. 

Bated: November 25,1983. 

Robert F. Burford, 

Director. Bureau of Land Management. 

Dated: November 30,1983. 

Approved: 

|. Steven Griles, 

Acting Assistant Secretary. Department of the 
interior. 

Appendix A 

Legal Description of Federal Coal in Spencer 
Kill Tract 

T. 18 S., R. 8 VV.. Huntsville P.M-. 

Sec. 5 StoSEVv 

Sec. a WVkNEtt, NWV«. NViSW'A, SEV« 
SWVfc, EfeSBtt; 

See. 9. WttNWtt.SWW; 

Sec. 17. NEV* t E4NWK. SWV*NW V«, SVi; 
Sec. 18, EHE’A. 

Containing approximately 1.528.01 acres in 
Tuscaloosa County. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal in Lockhart 
Hill Tract 

T. 15 S.. R. 9 W., Huntsville P.M. 

Sec. 4, SWV 4 SEV 4 ; 

Sec. 5, NEV 4 SEV 4 ; SHSEV*. 

Containing approximately 160.11 acres in 
Walker County, Alabama. 

Legal ription of Federal Coal in WiiUs 
Chapel Tract 

T. 15 S., R. 9 W N Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec 7. NEV 4 SWV 4 . NttSEtt. 

Containing approximately 12420 acres in 
Walker County. Alabama. 

Lc ;ai Description of Federal Coal In Poplar 
Hollow (Revised) Tract 

T. 16 S.. R. 9 W., Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec. 32, NBKSWW. 

T 17 S.. R. 9 W . Huntsville PM. 

Sec. 4. SViNKfc. S'ftSWtt: 


Sec. 5. NWfcNWtt. SViNW^, N'4SW%. 

SW!4SW V«. EttSKMn 
Sec. 6. EW4. EHSEVV; 

Sec. 7. NEV 4 NEV 4 ; 

Sec. 8 . SEV«NE%; 

Sec 9, NVfcNEVk. 

Containing approximately 837.49 acres in 
Fayette and Tuscaloosa Counties. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal In Bagwell 
Road Tract 

T. 17 S.. R. 9 W.. Huntsville PM, 

Sec 15. SW.ttNEW, SM 1 NWV 4 . NWtt 
SWV 4 , NWViSEVfc: 

Sec 22 . NEWNWW. EWSEVs; 

Sec. 26. NWV 4 NWW: 

Sec. 27. EHNEV 4 . 

Containing approximately 439.33 acres in 
Tuscaloosa County, Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal in Crabble 
Road Tract 

T. 17 S.. R. 9 W.. Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec 30. SEftSEtt; 

Sec 31. EttNEtt, SW/ 4 NEV 4 . 8 EKNWV 4 ; 
Sec 32, EVfeNBK. SEV 4 NWV 4 , WV*WV%; 

T. 18 S, R. 9 W.. Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec 6. SWttNEtt, EHNWV^. SWV 4 NW V 4 . 
NWV 4 SWV 4 . 

Containing approximately 098.66 acres in 
Fayette and Tuscaloosa Counties, Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal In Jock 
Creek Trad 

T. 18 S., R- 9 W.. Huntsville PM, 

Sec. 26. F.Vfc, EViWH; 

Sec. 35. EHEVi. NWWNEtt, NEVkNWfe. 
SWV 4 SEV 4 . 

T. 19 S.. R. 9 W., Huntsville PM. 

Sec. 1. That part of NEVs, EV*NWV* north 
of Watermelon Road. 

Containing approximately 996 69 acres in 
Tuscaloosa County. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal tn Panther 
Branch Tract 

T. 10 S., R. 9 W.. Huntsville PM.. 

Sec. 1. That part of SWVaNEW. EWNWV4 
south of Watermelon Road; 

Sec. 12 SWViNT^, SEVtNWtt. E^SWV4, 
SEW. 

Containing approximately 47928 acres in 
Tuscaloosa County. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal In 
Watermelon Road Tract 

L 19 S.. R. 9 W . Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec 10. SEW; 

Sec. 14. NWW. SEy4. 

Containing approximately 120.11 acres in 
Tuscaloosa County, Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal In Boxes 
Creek Tract 

T. 14 S.. R. 10 W„ Huntsville P.M., 

Sec. 3. EWEW; 

Secll, WUSWWNWW. 

Containing approximately 180.00 acres in 
Fayette County. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal In Pleasant 
Grove Church 

T. 14 S.. R 10 W , Huntsville PM.. 

Sec. 10. SEWSEW: 

Sec 14, SWWNWW. SWW: 
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Sec 15. NEV,. NWV.NWV*. SEV.NWV., 
Containing approximately 478.28 acres in 
Payette County. Alabama. 

Legal Description of Federal Coal in Pendley 
Tract 

T. 15 S., R 10W.. Huntsville P.M.. 

Sec 23., EHEMi. SWWNE^.tVWViSEW: 
Sec 24. SWttNEK. SHNW*. SWV«, 
NW^SEV^SWSB*. 

Containing approximately 039.54 acres in 
Fayette County Alabama. 

jVTl Doc avxts62 Ftlrd 12-4-tt S45 «m| 
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Proposed Combined Hydrocarbon 
Lease Form; Comment Period 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 
Interior. 

action: Comment period on Combined 
Hydrocarbon Lease Form proposal. 

summary: At present the Bureau of 
Land Management utilizes separate, 
commodity specific forms when issuing 
mineral leases. Each form differs in 
several ways depending on the 
mineral(s) or the lands to be leased. 
Pursuant to the Combined Hydrocarbon 
Leasing Act of 1981 (95 Stat. 1070). 
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 (20 U.S.C. 
181 et seq.) and the Minerals Leasing 
Act for Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351- 
359). the Bureau has developed, and will 
use if adopted, the proposed Combined 
Hydrocarbon Lease Form to issue leases 
within all designated "Special Tar Sand 
Areas." 

The public is invited to submit written 
comments and suggestions for 
improvements of this proposed lease 
form which is shown below. 
date: Comments by January 6.1984. 
address: Comments and suggestions 
should be sent to: Director (650). Bureau 
of Land Management. 1800 C Street. 
NW„ Washington. D.C. 20240. 

Comments will be available for public 
service in Room 3810 of the above 
address during regular business hours 
(7:45 a m. to 4:15 p.m.)„ Monday through 
Friday. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Edward E. Coggs or Richard |. Aiken 
(202) 343-3258. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Combined Hydrocarbon Leasing Act of 
1981 (Pub. L. 97-78) amends the Mineral 
Lands Leasing Act of 1920 as amended 
and supplemented (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) 
and the Mineral Lands Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
351 et seq.) to establish a competitive 
leasing program for all designated areas 
in eastern Utah. These areas are 
designated by Department of the 


Interior's Orders of November 2a 1980 
(45 FR 70800). and January 21.1981 (46 
FR 6077). The Act allows holders of 
Federal oil and gas leases issued on or 
before November 16,1981. and holders 
of valid mining claims to any 
hydrocarbon resources leasable under 
section 17 of the Mineral Lands Leasing 
Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 226) which were 
located prior to January 21.1928. in 
Special Tar Sand Areas to convert those 
leases or claims to combined 
hydrocarbon leases. 

Dated: December 1.1983. 

Robert F. Burford, 

Director. 

Form 3140—1 
(November 1083) 

U.S. Department of the Interior—Bureau 
of Land Management 

Combined Hydrocarbon Lease 
Serial Number 

This lease is entered into by and 
between the United States of America, 
through the Bureau of l,and 
Management, as lessor, and 

as lessee, pursuant to the Mineral 
Leasing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 181 el 
seq.) and the Minerals Leasing Act for 
Acquired Lands (30 U.S.C. 351-359). as 
appropriate, and as amended by the 
Combined Hydrocarbon Leasing Act of 
1981 (95 Stat. 1070). This lease is issued 
granting the exclusive right to drill for. 
mine, extract, remove and dispose of all 
oil and gas (except helium) from the 
following described lands for a primary 
term of 10 years, and for so long 
thereafter as oil or gas is produced in 
paying quantities, subject to extension 
in accordance with the authorizing acts. 
The lessee shall also have the right 
construct and maintain on the leased 
lands all works, buildings, plants, roads, 
communication lines, pipelines, 
recessions, tanks, pumping stations, or 
other structures necessary for the full 
enjoyment of this lease. Rights granted 
are subject to applicable laws, the 
terms, conditions and attached 
stipulations of this lease, regulations, 
and forma! orders in effect as of lease 
issuance, under the described lands. 

Lease Terms 

Sec. 1. Rental —Lessee shall pay 
annual rental to the proper office of the 
lessor in advance of each year at a rate 
of $2.00 per acre or fraction thereof, until 
lessee discovers oil or gas in paying 
quantities on the leased lands. 

Sec. 2. Royalties —(a) Royalties shall 
be paid to the proper office of lessor at 
the rate of 12 vi per centum in amount or 
value of production removed or sold 


from the lease, unless this lease is 
converted from a competitive oil and gas 
lease in which case the applicable 
royalty is described in the attached 
schedule. 

(b) Royalties for undivided fractional 
interest leases shall be paid in the same 
proportion as the leased fractional 
interest is to the full interest in the 
resource. 

(c) Lessor reserves the right to specify 
whether royalty is to be paid in value or 
in kind, and the right to establish 
minimum values on production after 
giving lessee notice and an opprotunity 
to be heard. When paid in value, 
royalties shall be due and payable on 
the last day of the month following the 
month in which production occurred. 
When paid in kind, production shall be 
delivered, unless otherwise agreed to by 
lessor, in merchantable condition on the 
premises where produced without cost 
to lessor. Lessee shall not be required to 
hold such production in storage beyond 
the last day of the month following the 
month in which production occurred, nor 
shall lessee be held liable for loss or 
destruction of royalty oil or other 
products in storage from causes beyond 
the reasonable control of lessee. 

(d) A minimum royalty shall be due 
for any lease year following discovery in 
the amount of $1.00 per acre. 

(e) Minimum royalty may be waived, 
suspended, or reduced, and production 
royalty may be reduced, fur all or 
portions of this lease as provided in the 
regulations. 

Sec. 3. Bonds—Lessee shall file and 
maintain any bond required under 
regulations. 

Sec. 4. Diligence. Rate of 
Development. Unitization, and 
Drainage—Lessee shall exercise 
reasonable diligence in developing and 
producing, and shall prevent 
unnecessary damage to, loss of. or 
waste of leased resources. Lessor 
reserves the right to specify rates of 
development and production in the 
public interest and to require lessee to 
subscribe to such cooperative or unit 
plan, within thirty (30) days of notice, as 
is determined necessary for the proper 
development and operation of the area, 
field, or pool embracing these leased 
lessee. In all cases, lessee shall either 
drill and produce wells necessary to 
protest the leased lands from drainage 
or pay compensatory royalty for such 
drainage in the amount determined by 
lessor. 

Sec. 5. Documents. Evidence, and 
Inspection—{a) Lessee shall file with the 
proper office of lessor, not later than 
thirty (30) days after the effective date 
thereof, any contract or evidence of 
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other arrangement for the sale or 
disposal of production. At such times 
and in such form as lessor may precribe, 
lessee shall furnish detailed statements 
showing amounts and quality of all 
products removed and sold from the 
lease, proceeds therefrom, and amount 
used for production purposes or 
unavoidably lost. Lessee also may be 
required to provide plats and schematic 
diagrams showing development work 
and improvements on the leased lands, 
and reports with respect to 
stockholders, investments, depreciation 
costs, and Federal lease interests. 

(b) Lessee shall keep a daily drilling 
record, a log, and complete information 
on all well surveys and tests in the form 
prescribed by lessor for all wells drilled 
on the leased lands. Lessee also shall 
keep a record of all subsurface 
investigations of said lands and furnish 
copies to lessor when required. Lessee 
shall keep open at all reasonable times 
for inspection by any duly authorized * 
officer of lessor the leased premises and 
all wells, improvements, machinery, and 
fixtures thereon. Upon request by lessor, 
lessee shall make available for 
inspection and copying by any duly 
authorized officer of lessor all books, 

, accounts, maps, and records relative to 
operations, surveys, or investigations on 
or under the leased lands. 

(c) Lessee shall maintain copies of all 
contracts, sales agreements, accounting 
records, and documentation such as 
billings, invoices, or similar 
documentation that supports costs 
claimed as manufacturing, preparation, 
and/or transportation costs. Ail such 
records shall be maintained in lessee's 
accounting offices for future audit by 
lessor. Lessee shall maintain required 
records for 6 years after they are 
generated or, if an audit or investigation 
is underway, until released of the 
obligation to maintain such records by 
lessor. 

(d) Where lessee conducts mining 
operations under this lease, lessee 
agrees to keep clear, accurate, and 
detailed maps, on a scale of not more 
than fifty (50) feet to the inch. These 
maps should show lessee workings in 
each section of leased lands, and be 
oriented to a public land comer so that 
the maps can be readily and correctly 
superimposed. The lessee also shall 
furnish to the lessor annually, or upon 
demand, certified copies of such maps 
and any written reports of operations as 
lessor may call for. 

(e) Information obtained under this 
term shall be open to inspection by the 
public only in accordance with the 
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
522). 


ff) The lessee agrees to conduct all 
operations subject to the inspection of 
the lessor and to carry out at the lessee's 
expense all reasonable orders and 
requirements to the lessor relative to the 
prevention of waste and preservation of 
the property, and the health and safety 
of workmen, and on failure of the lessee 
so to do, the lessor shall have the right, 
in addition to other available remedies, 
to enter on the property to repair 
damages or prevent waste at the 
lessee's expense. 

Sec. 6. Conduct Operations —(a) 
Lessee shall conduct operations in a 
manner that prevents unnecessary' 
impacts and minimizes other impacts to 
the land, air, and water, to cultural, 
biological, visual, and other resources, 
and to other land uses or users. Lessee 
shall take measures deemed necessary 
by lessor to accomplish the intent of this 
lease term. Such measures may include, 
but are not limited to. modification to 
siting or design of facilities, timing of 
operations, and specification of interim 
and final reclamation measures. Lessor 
reserves the right to continue existing 
uses and to authorize future uses upon 
or In the leased lands, including the 
approval of easements or rights of ways. 
Such uses shall be conditioned so as to 
prevent unnecessary or unreasonable 
interference with rights of lease. 

(b) Prior to disturbing the surface of 
the leased lands, lessee shall contact 
lessor to be apprised of procedures to be 
followed and modifications or 
reclamation measures that may be 
necessary. Areas to be disturbed may 
require inventories or special studies to 
determine the extent of impacts to other 
resources. Lessee may be required to 
complete such under guidelines 
provided by lessor. If. in the conduct of 
operations, lessee observes or 
encounters any threatened or 
endangered species, cultural resources, 
other specific resources that are 
statutorily protected, or substantially 
different or unanticipated environmental 
affects, lessee shall immediately contact 
lessor. Lessee shall cease any 
operations which would result in the 
destruction of such. 

Sec. 7. Damages to Property—Lessee 
shall pay lessor for damage to lessor's 
property improvements, and shall save 
and hold lessor harmless from all claims 
for damage or harm to persons or 
property as a result of lease operations. 

Sec 8. Protection of Oiverse Interests 
and Equal Opportunity —(a) The lessee 
shall: Pay w r hen due all taxes legally 
assessed and levied under laws of the 
State or the United Stater accord all 
employees complete freedom of 
purchase; pay all wages at least twice 


each month tn lawful money of the 
United States; maintain a safe working 
environment in accordance with 
standard industry practices; and take 
measures necessary to protect the 
health and safety of the public Lessor 
reserves the right to ensure that 
production is sold at a reasonable price 
and to prevent monopoly. 

(b) Lessee shall comply with the 
provisions of Executive Order No. 11246 
of September 24,1965, as amended, and 
the rules, regulations, and relevant 
orders of the Secretary of Labor issued 
pursuant thereto. Neither the lessee nor 
the lessee's subcontractors shall 
maintain segregated facilities. 

Sec. 9. Transfer of Lease Interests, 
and Relinquishment of Lease —(a) 

Lessee shall file for approval or 
recording in the proper office of lessor 
any instrument transferring a record 
title, or working or royalty interest in 
this lease, and shall not create 
overriding royalties in excess of that 
allowed by regulations. 

(b) The lessee may relinquish this 
lease or any legal subdivision by filing 
in the proper Bureau of Land 
Management office a written 
relinquishment, which shall be effective 
as of the date of filing, subject to the 
continued obligation of the lessee and 
surety to pay all accrued rentals and 
royalties. 

Sec. 10. Delivery of Premises, 

Removal of Machinery, Equipment, 

Etc. —(a) At such time as all or portion 
of this lease are returned to lessor, 
lessee shall deliver up to lessor the land 
leased, underground timbering, and such 
other supports and structures necessary 
for the preservation of themine or 
deposits and place all wells in condition 
for suspension or abandoment. Within 
180 days thereof, lessee shall remove 
from the premises all other structures, 
machinery, equipment, tools, and 
materials as required by the authorized 
officer. Any such structures, machinery, 
equipment, tools, and materials 
remaining on the leased lands beyond 
190 days, or approved extension thereof, 
shall become the property of the lessor. 

If lessee fails to remove any or all such 
property. lessee shall be liable for the 
cost of removal and disposal in the 
amount actually incurred by the lessor. 

If the surface is owned by third parties, 
lessor may waive the requirement for 
removal provided the third parties do 
not object to such waiver. 

(b) At such times as all or portions of 
this lease is returned to lessor, lessee 
shall place all wells in condition for 
suspension or abandoment and. as 
provided in paragraph (a) of this section, 
remove equipment and improvements 
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not deemed necessary by lessor for 
preservation of producible wells or 
continued protection of the environment 

(c) Leesee shall, prior to the 
termination of bond liability or at any 
other time when required and in the 
manner directed by the lessor, reclaim 
all lands the surface of which has been 
disturbed, dispose of all debris or solid 
waste, repair the offsite and onsite 
damage caused by lessee's activity or 
activities incidential thereto, and 
reclaim access roads or trails. 

Sec. 11. Proceedings in Case of 
Default —If lessee fails to comply with 
applicable laws, existing orders or 
regulations, or the terms, conditions or 
stipulations of this lease, and the 
noncompliance continues for 30 days 
after written notice thereof, this lease 
shall be subject to cancellation. This 
provision shall not be construed to 
prevent the exercise by lessor of any 
other legal and equitable remedy, 
including waiver of the default. And 
such remedy or waiver shall not prevent 
later cancellation for the same default 
occurring at any other time. 

Sec 12. Heirs and Successors-in- 
interest —Each obligation of this lease 
shall extend to and be binding upon, 
and every benefit hereof shall insure to, 
the heirs, executors, administrators, 
successors, or assigns to the respective 
parties hereto. 

A. Undersigned Certifies as Follows: 

1. Lessee is a citizen of the United 
States; an association of such citizens; a 
municipality; a corporation organized 
under the law's of the United States or of 
any State or Territory thereof. 

2. All parties holding an interest in the 
lease are in compliance with 43 CFR 
3100 and the authorizing acts. 

3. Lessee is not considered a minor 
under the laws of the State in which the 
lands covered by this offer are located. 

B. Undersigned Agrees That lessee's 
signature to this lease constitutes 
acceptance of this lease , including all 
terms , conditions and stipulations 
pertaining thereto . 18 US.C. Sec . 1001 
makes it a crime for any person 
knowingly and willfully to make to any 
Department or agency of the United 
States any false , fictitious or fraudulent 
statements or representations os to any 
matter within its jurisdiction. 

Duly executed this-day of 


(Signature of Lessee or Attorney-in-fact) 


The United States of America 

Company or Lessee Name 


(Signature of Lessee) 


(Title! 


(Date) 

By 


(Signing Officer) 


(Title) (Date) 


(Effective Date of Lease) 

Title 18 U.SC. Section 1001. makes It a crime 
for any person knowingly and willfully to 
mcke to any department or agency of the 
United States any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent statements or representations as 
to any matter within its jurisdiction. 

This form does not constitute an information 
collection as defined by 44 U.S.C. 3502 and 
therefore does not require OMB approval. 

(Fft Doc S3-32517 F J.d 12-4-dX 441 
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Minerals Management Service 

Outer Continental Shelf; Availability of 
Final Environmental Impact Statement; 
Proposed Southern California Oil and 
Gas Lease Offering 

Pursuant to 102(2)(C) of the Nationul 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the 
Minerals Management Service has 
prepared a final environmental impact 
statement [HIS) relating to a proposed 
Outer Continental Shelf (OCSJ oil and 
gas lease offering of approximately 11.6 
million acres of submerged Federal 
lands offshore the coast of southern 
California scheduled for April 1964. 

Single copies of the final E1S can be 
obtained from the Regional Manager, 
Minerals Management Service, Pacific 
OCS Region. 1340 W. 6th Street, Los 
Angeles, California 90017. 

Copies of the final E1S will also be 
available for review in the following 
public libraries: 

W. Valley Reg. Branch Library. 19056 
Vanowen Street, Reseda. CA 91335 
County of Los Angeles Library. Government 
Publications Unit, 320 W, Temple. Los 
Angeles. CA 90012 

San Diego County Law Library. 1105 Front 
Street. San Diego. CA 92101 
San Diego Public Library. Science and 
Industry Dept. 820 Street. San Diego. 
CA 92101 

Culver City Library. 4975 Overland Avenue, 
Culver City, CA 90280 

San Bernardino County Free Library, 104 W. 

4th Street, San Bernardino. CA 92401 
Downey City Library'. 8490 E. 3rd Street. 
Downey, CA 90241 

Santa Ana Public Library. Documents 
Section. 26 Civic Center Plaza. Santa Ana. 

C A 92701 


Long Beach Public Library. Government 
Publications Dept.. Ocean and Pacific, Long 
Beach. CA 90802 

University of California Library. Government 
Publications Dept.. P.O. Box 5900. 

Riverside. CA 92123 

California Stole Poly technical University 
Library, Documents Section, San Luis 
Obispo. CA 92701 

San Diego County Library, 5555 Overland 
Avenue. San Diego. CA 92123 
California Lutheran College Library, 
Mountclef Village, Thousand Oaks, CA 
91360 

Anaheim Public Library. 500 West Broadway, 
Anaheim. CA 92805 

Bodkin. McCarthy. Sargent & Smith. 707 
Wilshire Boulevard 51st Floor. Los Angeles. 
CA 90071 

Oceanside Public Library. 615 4th Street. 

Oceanside. CA 92054 
Business A Economics Dept., Los Angles 
Public Library. 630 VV. 5th Street Los 
Angeles. CA 90071 

California State Library. Oviatt Library. 
Documents Section. P.O. Box 771, Ventura. 
CA 93001 

San Diego State University Library, 5300 
Campanile Drive. San Diego. CA 92182 
San Diego State University, Malcolm A. Love 
Library. Government Publications Dept., 

San Diego, CA 92182 
California State University Library, 
Documents Section. P.O. Box 4150, 

Fullerton. CA 92634 

California Institute of Technology. Millikan 
Memorial Library. Pasadena, CA 91124 
Riverside Public Library P.O. Box 468. 

Riverside. CA 92506 
Pepperdine University Library. 8035 S, 
Vermont Los Angeles, CA 90044 
Pasadena Public Library. 285 R. Walnut 
Street Pasadena. CA 91101 
University of California. Serials. SIO Library 
C-075C. La folia, CA 92093 
San Clemente Library. 242 Avenida Del Mar. 

San Clemente. CA 92672 
University of Southern Calif, Government 
Publications Dept.. P.O. Box 77963. Los 
Angeles CA 90007 
County of Ventura Library, Library. 
Government Document. 18111 Nordhoff 
Street, Northridge. CA 91220 
Loyola University School of Law Library. 

1440 W. 9th Street Los Angeles, CA 90015 
The Sea Library. 4<)8 Sycamore Road. Santa 
Monica. CA 90402 

University of California. Government 
Publications Dept. General Library. P.O. 

Box 19557. Irvine. CA 92713 
Santa Barbara Public Library. Reference 
Section. P.O. Box 1019, Santa Barbara. CA 
93102 

University of California. Water Resources 
Center Avenue. 2081 Engineering 1. Los 
Angeles. CA 90024 

Santa Monies Public Library. 1343 6th Street 
Santa Monica, CA 93102 
Pomona College Documents Collection. 
Honnold Library, 222 E. 9th Street 
Claremont, CA 91711 
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University of California. The Library 
Government Publication Dept, Santa 
Barbara. CA 93106 
David C. Russell. 

Director. Minerals A famine me nt Service. 
Approved: 

Bruce Blanchard. 

Director: Environmental Project Review 

|FR Doc W-liSft? FIJrd 12 <V IP 0.45 -m| 
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National Park Service 

Alagnak Wild River, Availability of Final 
Management Plan 

action: Notice of Availability of Final 
Management Plan for Alagnak Wild 
River, Alaska. 

summary: This notice announces the 
availability of the final boundaries, 
classification, and development and 
management plan for the Alagnak Wild 
River. Alaska. 

addresses: The final management plan 
for the Alagnak Wild River is available 
for review at the following locations: 
National Park Service. DOl Building, 
Room 3043, Office of Public Affairs. 
Washington, D.C 20240 
National Park Service. Alaska Regional 
Office. 2525 Gambell Street. 
Anchorage. Alaska 99503-2892 
Kutmai National Park and Preserve. P.O. 
Box 7. King Salmon. Alaska 99613. 
Limited copies of the plan may be 
obtained from the following office: 
National Park Service. Alaska Regional 
Office. 2525 Gambell Street. Room 107, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503*2892. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. David Morris. Superintendent, 
Katmai National Park and Preserve. P.O. 
Box 7. King Salmon. Alaska 99613 
(telephone: 907/246-3305). or Mr. 

William Welch. Associate Regional 
Director. National Park Service. 2525 
Gambell Street. Room 107, Anchorage. 
Alaska 99503 (telephone 907/271-4218. 
supplementary information: The 
Alagnak Wild River was established as 
a component of the National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System on December 2, 
1980. by the Alaska National Interest 
Lands Conservation Act (ANfLCA), Pub. 
L 90—487 (16 U.S.C. 1301 et seq ). 

National Wild and Scenic Rivers are 
classified as wild, scenic, or recreational 
ANILCA classified the Alagnak as o 
wild river and specified a beginning and 
ending point for the wild river corridor. 
The Act further directed the National 
Park Service to formulate lateral 
boundaries for the corridor and a 
development and management plan by 
December 2,1983. This plan fulfills these 
requirements. 


Boundary Description 

Notice is hereby given that the 
following described lands are included 
within the boundary of the Alagnak 
Wild River, pursuant to the provisions of 
Sections 3(b) and 15 of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act, as amended (16 
U S.C. 1274(b) and 10 U.S.C. 12B5b): 

Seward Meridian 
T. 12S.. R 36 W. 

Sec. 31. E*. SW*. E* NW *. SW % 

NW%; 

Sec. 32 and 33. those portion* lying 
northerly of the left bank of the Alagnak 
River from the line of mean high water. 

T. 12 S . R.42W 

Sec. 19. S*. SE* NKV 4 ; 

Sec. 20.S*.S*N*: 

Sec. 21: 

Sec. 22. S*. S* N*. excluding U.S Survey 
5200; 

Sec. 23. S*, SW NEW. SBWNW*. 
excluding US- Survey 5200c 

Sec. 24. SW SW*. NW*. SWVi, SW* 
NW*: 

Sec 25, WW NEW. SE*. W W; 

Sec 26, NW NEW SB* NEW. EW SEW. 

N W NW*. excluding U.S. Survey 5200; 

Sec 27. NW NW; 

Sec 28. NW* NW*; 

Sec. 29. NW NE*. NW SW*. NW*; 

Sec 30. NW. NW SEW. NW SW*. SW* 
SW*: 

Sec 35. E* EW: 

Sec 36, NW. W*. SEV 4 . SW*. 

T 12 S„ R 43 W. 

Sec 23. SE* SE*; 

See 24. EW SE*. SWV 4 SEW. S* SW*; 

Sec 25; 

Sec 26. E*NE*. SEV 4 . SWSWW. 

T. 13 S.. R. 38 W 

Sec. ft. that part lying northerly of the left 
bank of the Alagnak River, bom the line 
of mean high water. 

T. 13 S. R. 39 W. 

Sec*. 1,2 and 3. tho«e portion* lying 
northerly of the left bank of the Alagnak 
River, from the line of mean high water. 

Sec 4. SEWSEW: 

Sec. 7, SE*SE*; 

Sec ft. SE*. SWSWW. NE*SW*; 

Sec 9. E*NE*. S*; 

Seea. 10 ami 11. tho«e portion* lying 
westerly of the left bank of the Alngnuk 
River, from the line of mean high water 

Sec*. 15.16. 17, la 19. 20 and 30. those 
portion* lying northerly and westerly of 
the left bank of the Alagnak River, from 
the line of mean high water. 

T 13 R. 40 W. 

Sec 13. NE*NE*. S*NE*. SEV 4 ; 

Sec. 23. SB*. NEV4SW*, SWSWW; 

Sec. 24. E*. SWV 4 . E*NW*; 

Sec. 25. that portion lying northerly of the 
left bank of the Alagnak River, from the 
line of mean high water 

Sec. 26. 

Sec. 27. SE*. S*SW*; 

Sec 28. SWSWW: 

Sec. 29. S*SE* SWWSWW: 

Sec. 30. SWSEW, SE*SW*: 

Sec*. 31, 32. 33. 34. 35 end 36. those 
portions lying northerly of the left bank 


of the Alagnak River, from the line of 
mean high water. 

T 13 S. R 41 W 
Sec 19, SWSEW. SE*SW*; 

Sec 2 a S*S*; 

Sec 21 , SW*SE*. SWSWW; 

Sec. 25. SWSWW; 

Sec 26. S*S*; 

Sec 27. W WNEW, SEWSEW. WWSEW. 
W*; 

Sec 28. E*. E*SW*. NWV 4 SW*. NW W; 
Sec 29. NW. NWSEW. SWW; 

Sec 30; 

Sec 33. E*. EWSWW. EHNWW, SW* 
NW*; 

Sec 34: 

Sec 35; 

Sec 36. 

T. 13 S. R. 42 W. 

Sec 4, NEV4NEV4. W*NE*. WWSEW. 
W*; 

Sec 9. WWSEW. W*; 

Sec 15. SWV 4 SWV 4 ; 

Sec 16. W*NE*. SE*. EWSWW, NW* 
SW*. NW*; 

Sec. 21. NE*. NK*SE*. NEWNW W; 

Sec 22, SWNEW, SEW. EWSWW. NW* 
SWW.NWW; 

Sec. 23. W *SW W; 

Sec. 24. SW*SE*. S*SW*; 

See. 25: 

Sec 26; 

Sec. 27. N*NE*. REV 4 NE*. NEWSF.W; 
Sec 35. NWNEW, NE*NWV 4 ; 

Sec. 36. NW*NW V 4 : 

T. 13 S. R. 43 W 
Sec. 4. W*SW*.NW*; 

Sec. 5. NW. SE*. EWSWW; 

Sec 7: 

Sec 8; 

Sec. 9. W*W*; 

Sec 17. NWNEW. NE*NW*4 
T. 14 S.. R. 40 W. 

Secs. 4 and 5. those portions lying northerly 
of the 'eft bank of the Alagnak River, 
from the line of mean high water. 

T. 14 S.. R. 41 W. 

Sec 1; 

Sec 2. N*. SEW. N*SW*. SE*SW*; 
Sec 3. NWNE*. N*NW W. SEWNWW; 
Sec. 11. NW*NE*. NEWNWW; 

Sec. 12. NW*NB*. NEWNWW. 
Aggregating 24.038 acre* more or less 
Dated: November 10.1963. 

Robert L. Peterson. 

Acting Regional Director. 

|FR Doe C-X3U ttfed 1KS-CX *43 am) 
e* Lit no cooc 4*ie.7n-i* 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Acrylic Sheet From Japan; Request for 
Comments Concerning the Institution 
of a Section 751(b) Review 
Investigation 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: Request for comments regarding 
the institution of a section 751(b) review 
investigation concerning the 
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Commission's affirmative determination 
in investigation No. AA1921-154. Acrylic 
Sheet from Japan. 

summary; The Commission invites 
comments from the public on whether 
changed circumstances exist which 
warrant the institution of an 
investigation pursuant to section 751(b) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 

S 1675(b)) to review the Commission's 
affirmative determination in 
investigation No. AA1921-154 regarding 
acrylic sheet from Japan. The purpose of 
the proposed section 751(b) review 
investigation, if instituted would be to 
determine whether an industry in the 
United States would be materially 
injured, would be three ratened with 
material Injury, or the establishment of 
an industry would be materially 
ratarded, by reason of imports from 
Japan of transparent plastic sheet 
containing lead or lead compounds in 
such proportion as to render the 
material opaque to X*ray radiation, if 
die antidumping order is modified or 
revoked with respect to such 
merchandise. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
28,1978, the Commission determined 
that an industry in the United States 
was injured within the meaning of the 
Antidumping Act, 1921, by reason of 
imports of acrylic sheet from Japan 
determined by the Department of the 
Treasury to be sold or likely to be sold 
at less than fair value. 

On August 20,1978, the Department of 
the Treasury issued a finding of 
dumping concerning imports of acrylic 
sheet from Japan (T.D. 76-40) and 
published notice of the dumping finding 
in the Federal Register (41 FR 36497). 

On November 1.1983, the Commission 
received a request to review its 
affirmative determination in 
investigation No. AA1921-154. The 
request was filed pursuant to section 
751(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 by the 
low firm of Bayh. Tabbert and Capehart 
on behalf of Kyowa Gas Chemical 
Industry Co.. Ltd., of Tokyo. Japan, the 
sole manufacturer of Kyowaglas-XA. 

Written Comments Requested 

Pursuant to section 207.45(b)(2) of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (19 CFR 207.45(b)(2)), the 
Commission requests public comments 
concerning whether the following 
alleged changed circumstances are 
sufficient to warrant institution of a 
review investigation; (1) The subject 
product is a specially designed plastic 
used exclusively for X-ray and gamma 
ray radiation shielding purposes and is 
not similar to the acrylic sheet the 
Commission investigated; (2) The 


subject product was not developed until 
after the Commission's determination in 
1976 and was not imported into the 
United States in commercial quantities 
until 1961; (3) There was no U.S. 
production of a substitute product in 
1976 and there is none today; ( 4 ) This is 
a totally new product with unique 
charactgeristics and uses and costs six 
to eight times as much as domestic 
acrylic sheet; (5) Therefore there is no 
competition between domestic acrylic 
sheet and the subject product. 

Additional Information 

Under S 201.8 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 
201.8), the signed original and 14 true 
copies of all written submissions must 
be filed with the Secretary to the 
Commission, 701 E Street. NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20436. All comments 
must be filed no later than 30 days after 
the date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. Any person 
desiring to submit a document (or 
portion thereof) to the Commission in 
confidence must request business 
confidential treatment under section 
201.6 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 201.6). 
Such request should be directed to the 
Secretary to the Commission and must 
include a full statement of the reasons 
why the Commission should grant such 
treatment. Each sheet must be clearly 
marked at the top "Confidential 
Business Data." The Commission will 
either accept the submission in 
confidence or return it. All 
nonconfidential written submissions 
will be available for public inspection in 
the Office of the Secretary. 

Copies of the request for review of the 
injury determination and any other 
public documents in this matter are 
available to the public during official 
working hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission. 701 E 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20436; 
telephone 202-523-0161. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bill Schechter, Office of Investigations. 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
(202-523-0300). 

Issued: November 3a 1983. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

|K* Doc 09-J3610 FlWti 19-O-U » 45 am) 

NLLINQ COOC 7WO-C2-4* 


(Investigation No. 337-TA-168] 

Certain Combination Punch Press and 
Laser Assemblies and Components 
Thereof; Change of the Commission 
Investigative Attorney 

Notice is hereby given that, as of this 
date, Gary Rinkerman. Esq., of the 
Unfair Import Investigations Division 
will be the Commission investigative 
attorney in the above-cited investigation 
instead of Wilhelm Zeither, Esq. 

The Secretary is requested to publish 
this Notice in the Federal Register. 

Dated: November 29.1983. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David I. Wilson. Chief, 

Unfair import Investigations Division. 

|FK Doc. 09-33111 Filed 12-6-03; ft*5 em| 

BILL INC COOC 7070-02-4* 


[Investigations Nos. 731-TA-131,132, and 
138 (Final) I 

Certain Welded Carbon Steel Pipes 
and Tubes From the Republic of Korea 
and Taiwan, Institution of Final 
Antidumping Investigations 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: Institution of final antidumping 
investigations. 

OFFECTIVE date: October 28,1983. 
summary: As a result of affirmative 
preliminary determinations by the U.S. 
Department of Commerce that there is a 
reasonable basis to believe or suspect 
that imports of certain welded carbon 
steel pipes and tubes from the Republic 
of Korea (Korea) and Taiwan, 1 are 
being, or are likely to be. sold in the 
United States at le9S than fair value 
(LTFV) within the meaning of section 
731 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1673), the United States International 
Trade Commission hereby gives notice 
of the institution of investigations Nos. 
731-TA-131.132. and 138 (Final) under 
section 735(b) of the act (19 U.S.C. 
1673(b)) to determine whether an 
industry in the United States is 
materially injured, or is threatened with 


1 For purpose# of investIgalions Not. 731-TA-131 
and 132 (Final). the term "certain welded carbon 
steel pipes and tubes" covert welded carbon steel 
pipes and tubes, of circular cross section, with walls 
not thinner than 0 005 inch. 0375 inch or more but 
not over 4.5 inches in outside diameter, provided for 
in items 010 3231. 010.3232. 010 3241. and 010.3244 of 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States Annotated 
(1963) ITS USA). For purposes of Investigation No. 
731-TA-130 (Pinal), the term "certain welded 
carbon steel pipes and tubes" covers welded carbon 
steel pipes and tubes, of rectangulsr (including 
square) cross section, provided for in TSUSA Items 
010 3*55 and 6104075, 
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material injury, or the establishment of 
an industry is materially retarded, by 
reason of imports of such merchandise. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert Carpenter (202-523-0399), Office 
of Investigation, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, Washington. D C. 
204036. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

On June 6.1983. the Commission 
determined, on the basis of the 
information developed during the course 
of investigations Nos. 731-TA-131 and 
132 (Preliminary), that there was a 
reasonable indication that an industry in 
the United States was materially injured 
by reason of allegedly LTFV imports of 
certain circular welded carbon steel 
pipes and tubes from Korea and Taiwan. 
The preliminary investigations were 
instituted in response to a petition filed 
on April 21,1983, by counsel on behalf 
of the Committee on Pipe and Tube 
Imports (CPTl). 1 

On August 29,1983, the Commission 
determined, on the. basis of the 
information developed during the course 
of investigation No. 731-TA-138 
(Preliminary), that there was a 
reasonable indication that an industry in 
theUnited States was materially injured 
by reason of allegedly LTFV imports of 
certain rectangular welded carbon steel 
pipes and tubes from Korea. The 
preliminary investigation was Instituted 
in response to a petition filed on |uly 14. 
1983. by counsel on behalf of the CPTI. 

Participation in the Investigations 

Persons wishing to participate in these 
investigations as parties must file an 
entry of appearance with the Secretary 
to the Commission, as provided in 
§ 201.11 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 201.11), 
not later than 21 days after the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. Any entry of appearance filed 
after this date will be referred to the 
Chairman, who shall determine whether 
to accept the late entry for good cause 
shown by the person desiring to file the 
entry. 

Upon the expiration of the period for 
Filing entries of appearance, the 
Secretary shall prepare a service list 
containing the names and addresses of 
all persons, or their representatives, 
who are parties to the investigations, 
pursuant to § 201.11(d) of the 
Commission’s rules (19 CFR 201.11(d)). 


*Th* nine member producer* of Ibe CFTI ure 
Allied Tube ft Conduit Corp.. Amrnun Tube Co^ 
Inc., Dull Moots Tube Co., Copper*eld Tubing 
Croup. Kei*er Steel Corp.. Merchant* Metal*. Inc. 
IMitburgh International. Southwestern Pipe. Inc. 
and Western Tube A Conduit. 


Each document filed by a party to these 
investigations must be served on all 
other parties to the investigations (as 
identified by the service list), and a 
certificate of serv ice must accompany 
the document. The Secretary will not 
accept a document for filing without a 
certificate of serv ice (19 CFR 201.6(c), as 
amended by 47 FR 33682, Aug. 4.1982). 

A signed original and fourteen (14) 
true copies of each document must be 
filed with the Secretary to the 
Commission in accordance with f § 201.8 
of the Commission's rules (19 CFR 
201.8). All written submissions except 
for confidential business data will be 
available for public inspection during 
regular business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 
p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary to the 
Commission. Any business information 
for which confidential treatment is 
desired shall be submitted separately. 
The envelope and all pages of such 
submissions must be clearly labeled 
"Confidential Business Information/' 
Confidential submissions and requests 
for confidential treatment must conform 
with the requirements of S 201.8 of the 
Commission's rules (19 CFR 201.6). 

Hearing 

The date of the Commission's hearing 
to be held in connection with these 
investigations will be announced later. 
Deadlines for filing prehearing and 
posthearing bnefs. and written 
statements, will also be announced 
later. 

For further information concerning the 
conduct of the investigations, hearing 
procedures, and rules of general 
application, consult the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, part 
207. subparts A and C (19 CFR part 207, 
as amended by 47 FR 33682, Aug. 4. 

1982), and part 201, subparts A through 
E (19 CFR part 201, as amended by 47 FR 
33682, Aug. 4. 1982). 

This notice is published pursuant to 
$ 207.20 of the Commission’s rules (19 
CFR 207.20) 

Issued November 30.1983. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FK Doc W-02MJ Filed 12-A « S 45 «m| 

BILLING COOC 7020-02-11 


I332-167J 

Quarterly and Annual Surveys on 
Certain Stainless Steel and Alloy Tool 
Steel 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: Pursuant to the authority of 
section 332(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 


(19 U.S.C. 1332(b) and section 203(i)(t) of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 1981. 
1982) the Commission, at the request of 
the United States Trade Representative, 
is amending the scope of its annual 
reports concerning certain stainless 
steel and alloy tool steel products 
required by Presidential Proclamation 
5074 of July 19,1983. The initial notice of 
the investigation indicating the scope of 
the annual survey, contact persons, and 
other related information was published 
in the Federal Register of August 17, 

1983 (48 FR 37311). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Commission’s annual surveys of U.S. 
producers of certain stainless and alloy 
tool steel products are being expanded, 
where necessary, so as to collect the 
following information relevant to the 
domestic industry’s adjustment effort 
during the import relief period: 

(1) Capita! expenditures —(a) actual 
and projected capital expenditures for 
each of the years 1983-87. (b) an 
explanation of the principal types of 
machinery and equipment expenditures 
and the purpose of the expenditures 

(e g . to improve quality, to increase 
labor productivity, etc.), (c) a 
comparison of capital expenditure to 
cash flow for each of the years 1978-87, 
and (d) a statement of how and why 
actual expenditures deviate from those 
projected. 

(2) Research and development 
expenses —(a) actual and projected 
expenditures for each of the years 1983- 
87. (b) an explanation of the principal 
purposes for the expenditures, (c) a 
comparison of research and 
development expenses to sales for each 
of the years 1978-87, and (d) a statement 
of how and why actual expenditures 
deviate from those projected. 

(3) A summary on an annual basis of 
action taken other than on items (1) and 
(2) above to adjust to imports. 

Issued: November 30. 1983. 

By order of the Commission 
Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FR Due lo-unm FUtd 13-4-U a 45 «»] 

BILLING COOC 7020-02-M 


(Investigation No. 337-TA~150| 

Certain Self-Stripping Electrical Tap 
Connectors; Notice to all Parties 

Notice is hereby given that the 
prehearing conference scheduled for 
December 19,1983, and the hearing 
scheduled to commence immediately 
thereafter (48 F.R. 46633) are cancelled. 
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The Secretary shall publish this notice 
in the Federal Register. 

Issued: November 2& 1983 
Janet D Saxon, 

Administratin' Law Judge. 

(F* Doc 63-32BW nw 13-6-01 6.4*1 «oi] 

WUIMO CODE 7020-02-11 


I Investigation No. 337-TA-145} 

Certain Rotary Wheel Printer*; Notice 
of Commission Decision Not to Review 
Initial Determination Terminating Two 
Respondents on the Basis of 
Settlement Agreements 

agency: International Trade 
Commission: 

action: Notice is hereby given that the 
Commission has determined not to 
review the presiding officer's initial 
determination (Order No. 38) 
terminating Tokyo Electric Co.. Ltd. 
(TEC) and Brother Industries. Ltd. 
(Brother Industries) as respondents to 
the above-captioncd investigation. 

Authority: Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.&C 1337) and || 210.53ft:) and 
210 53(h) of the Commit Mon’s Rules of 
Practice and Proceduru (47 FR 2S134. June 10. 

1982. and 48 FR 20225. May 5.1983; to be 
codified at 19 CFR 210.53(c) and (hj). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
20.1083. the Commission instituted 
investigation No. 337-TA-145 to 
determine whether there is a violation of 
section 337 in the unauthorized 
importation and sale of certain rotary 
wheel printers by virtue of their alleged 
infringement of U.S. Letters Patent 
4.118.129. 48 FR 16975. On September 9. 

1983, complainant Qume Corporation 
(Qume) and respondent TEC filed a joint 
motion (Motion No. 145-42) to terminate 
the investigation as to TEC on the basis 
of a settlement agreement and a 
purchase-sale agreement. On October 
11,1983, Qume and Brother Industries 
filed a joint motion (Motion No. 145-49) 
to terminate the investigation as to 
Brother on the basis of a settlement 
agreement entered into by these two 
parties. Both of the motions were 
unopposed. On November 1.1983. the 
presiding officer issued an initial 
determination (Order No. 38) granting 
both motions. 

Notice of the proposed termination of 
TEC and Brother Industries was 
published in the Federal Register of 
November 7,1983 (48 FR 51179). No 
petitions for review or agency or public 
comments were received. 

Copies of the presiding officer's initial 
determination and all other 
nonconfidential documents filed in 
connection with this investigation are 


available for inspection during official 
business hours (8:45 a jn. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary. U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20438. 
telephone 202-623-0161. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jane Albrecht. Esq.. Office of the 
General Counsel U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523- 
1627. 

Issued: No vender 29, 1983. 

By order uf the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason. 

Secretary 

(FR Ok. O-JSCU 
0ILUNS COO£ 7020-02-61 


(Investigation No. 337-TA-172) 

Certain Shearing Machines; Order No. 
1 


Pursuant to may authority as Chief 
Administrative Law Judge of this 
Commission. I hereby designate 
Administrative Law fudge Donald K. 
Duvall as Persiding Officer in this 
investigation. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of 
this order upon all parties of record and 
shall publish it in the Federal Register. 

Issued November 29,1983. 

Donald K. Duvall. 

Chief Administrative Law Judge. 

IF* Doe W-mv ftfof 12-9-63:6«s mirf 

etLLMQ COO€ 70*M»-6I 


l Investigations Nos. 731-TA-134 and 125 
(Final) 1 

Color Television Receivers From the 
Republic of Korea and Tatwan; 
Revision of Schedule for Conduct of 
Investigations 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: in conformance with the 
determination of the International Trade 
Administration of the Department of 
Commerce to amend its schedule for the 
conduct of the referenced investigations, 
the Commission hereby revises its 
schedule as follows: the prehearing 
conference will be held on March 1, 

1984; the hearing will be held on March 
8.1984; and the Commission's final 
determination shall be issued on or 
before April 9.1984. 

effective date: December 2.1983. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Commission instituted these final 
antidumping investigations effective 
October 27,1983. and scheduled a 
hearing to be held in connection 
therewith for January 12.1984 (48 FR 


50629. Nov. 2,1983). On November 21. 
1983, the Department of Commerce 
extended the investigations In response 
to a request from exporters which 
accounted for a significant proportion of 
the merchandise subject to the 
investigations. The effect of the 
extension was to change the scheduled 
date for Commerce to make its final 
determinations from December 23,1963. 
to February 23.1984. Accordingly, the 
Commission is revising its schedule in 
the investigations to conform with 
Commerce's new schedule. 

The Commission's hearing, which was 
to have been held on January 12,1984. 
has been rescheduled to begin at 10 a.m. 
on March 8. 1984, in the Hearing Room, 
U.S. Internationa) Trade Commission 
Building. 701 E Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. Requests to appear at the hearing 
should be filed in writing with the 
Secretary to the Commission not later 
than the close of business (5:15 pjn.) on 
February 24.1984. All persons desiring 
to appear at the hearing and make oral 
presentations should file prehearing 
briefs and attend* prehearing 
conference to be held at 9:30 a.m. on 
March 1.1984. in room 117 of the U.S. 
International Trade Commission 
Building. The deadline for filing 
prehearing briefs is February 29. A 
public version of the prehearing atafT 
report containing preliminary findings of 
fact in these investigations will be 
placed in the public record of February 
17.1984. Posthearing briefs and all other 
written submissions must be filed by 
March 15.1984. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Daniel Leahy (202-523-1369). Office of 
Investigations, U.S. International Trade 
Commission. Washington. D.C 20436 

Issued: Decrmber Z 1983. 

By ord«r of ibe Commisrion. 

Kennoth R. Mai on. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 63-32016 FW 12-6-63; *46 «m) 

SILLING CODE 7020-02-61 


I Investigations Nos. 731-TA-16I and 162 
(Preliminary)] 

Titanium Sponge From Japan and the 
United Kingdom; Institution of 
Preliminary Antidumping 
Investigations 

agency: International Trade 
Commission. 

action: Institution of two preliminary 
antidumping investigations and 
scheduling of a conference to be held in 
connection with the Investigations. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 26 1983. 
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summary: The United States 
International Trade Commission hereby 
gives notice of the institution of 
investigations Nos. 731-TA-161 and 162 
(Preliminary) under section 733(a) of the 
Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1673(a)) to 
determine whether there is a reasonable 
indication that an industry in the United 
States is materially injured, or is 
threatened with material injury, or the 
establishment of an industry in the 
United States is materially retarded, by 
reason of imports from Japan and the 
United Kingdom of titanium sponge, 
provided for in item 629.14 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (1983), 
which are alleged to be sold in the 
United States at less than fair value: 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. David Beck (telephone 202-523- 
0325) or Ms. Therese Palmer (telephone 
202-523-0270). U.S International Trade 
Commission, 701 E St. NW„ 

Washington. D.C. 20436. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

These investigations are being 
instituted in response to a petition filed 
in proper form on November 28.1983, by 
the RMI Company. Niles. Ohio. The 
Commission must make its 
determinations in these investigations 
within 45 days after the date of the filing 
of the petition, or by january 12,1984 (19 
CFR 207.17), 

Participation 

Persons wishing to participate in these 
investigations as parties must file an 
entry of appearance with the Secretary 
to the Commission, as provided for in 
201.11 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 CFR 201.11). 
not later than seven (7) days after the 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. Any entry of appearance filed 
after this date will be referred to the 
Chairman, who shall determine whether 
to accept the late entry for good cause 
shown by the person desiring to file the 
notice. 

Service of Documents 

The Secretary will compile a service 
list from the entries of appearance filed 
in these investigations. Any party 
submitting a document in connection 
with the investigations shall, in addition 
to complying with section 201.8 of the 
Commission's rules (19 CFR 201.8), serve 
a copy of each such document on all 
other parties to the investigations. Such 
service shall conform with the 
requirements set forth in section 
201.18(b) of the rules (19 CFR 201.16(b). 
as amended by 47 FR 33682. Aug. 4. 

1982). 


In addition to the foregoing, each 
document filed with the Commission in 
the course of these investigations musr 
include a certificate of service setting 
forth the manner and date of such 
service. This certificate will be deemed 
proof of service of the document. 
Documents not accompanied by a 
certificate of service will not be 
accepted by the Secretary. 

Written Submissions 

Any person may submit to the 
Commission on or before December 27. 
1983. a written statement of information 
pertinent to the subject matter of these 
investigations (19 CFR 207.15). A signed 
original and fourteen (14) copies of such 
statements must be submitted (19 CFR 
201 . 8 ). 

Any business information which a 
submitter desires the Commission to 
treat as confidential shall be submitted 
separately, and each sheet must be 
clearly marked at the top “Confidential 
Business Data." Confidential 
submissions must conform with the 
requirements of § 20.6 of the 
Commission’s rules (19 CFR 201.6). All 
written submissions, except for 
confidential business data, will be 
available for public inspection. 

Conference 

The Director of Operations of the 
Commission has scheduled a conference 
in connection with these investigations 
for 9:30 a.m. on December 20.1983. at 
the U.S. International Trade 
Commission Building. 701 E Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. Parties wishing to 
participate in the conference should 
contact Mr. Beck (202-523-0325), not 
later than December 19,1983, to arrange 
for their appearance. Parties in support 
of the imposition of antidumping duties 
in these investigations and parties in 
opposition to the imposition of such 
duties will each be collectively allocated 
one hour within which to make an oral 
presentation at the conference. 

Public Inspection 

A copy of the petition and all written 
submissions, except for confidential 
business data, will be available for 
public inspection during regular 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the Office of the Secretary. U.S. 
International Trade Commission. 701 E 
Street, NW.. Washington, D.C. 

For further information concerning the 
conduct of these investigations and rules 
of general application, consult the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, part 207. subparts A and B 
(19 CFR part 207, as amended by 47 FR 
33682, Aug. 4.1982). and part 201. 
subparts A through E (19 CFR part 201. 


as amended by 47 FR 33682, Aug. 4, 

1982). Further information concerning 
the conduct of the conference will be 
provided by Mr. Beck. 

This notice is published pursuant to $207.12 
of (he Commissions*! rules (19 CFR 207.12). 

Issued: December 1.1983. 

Kenneth R. Mason. 

Secretary. 

|FF Doc KKUB16 Filed 12-S-43 S4S acn| 

BILLING COOC 7020-02 M 


(Investigation No. 337-TA-173) 

Certain Valves; Order 

Pursuant to my authority as Chief 
Administrative Law Judge of this 
Commission. I hereby designate 
Administrative Law judge Janet D. 
Saxon as Presiding Officer in this 
investigation. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of 
this order upon all parties of record and 
shall publish it in the Federal Register, 

Issued: November 29.1983. 

Donald K. Duvall. 

Chief Administrative Law fudge 
|FR Doc B3-391S Filed 1S-6-S3. S4& am) 

BILLING COOC 7020-02-41 


I Investigation No. 337-TA-133) 

Certain Vertical Milling Machines and 
Parts, Attachments and Accessories 
Thereto; Commission Decision To 
Review Initial Determination, 
Commission Hearing and Schedule for 
Filing Written Submissions 

agency: Internationa) Trade 
Commission. 

action: Notice is hereby given that the 
Commission has determined to review a 
portion of the presiding officer's initial 
determination on violation of section 337 
in the above-captioned investigation. 

Authority: The authority for Ihe 
Commission's deposition of (his matter is 
contained in section 337 of the Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. $ 1337) and in sections 210.53- 
.56 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (47 FR 25134, June 10 1982 and 48 
FR 9242, March 4.1983: to be codified at 19 
CFR $$ 210.S3-.56I. 

SUPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

On October 31.1983, the presiding 
officer issued an initial determination 
that (1) Chanun Machine Tool Co.. Ltd., 
(2) Hong Yeong Machinery Industrial 
Co., Ltd., (3) Poncho Enterprise Co., Ltd., 
(4) M.LT. Machinery A Tool Co.. Ltd.. (5) 
Warner Tool A Machine Tool Co.. Ltd.. 
(6) ABC Industrial Machine Tool Co.. (7) 
BigJoe Industrial Tool Corp., (8) South 
Ben Lathe. Inc.. (9) Enco Manufacturing 
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Co,. (10) Maw Chang Machinery Co.. 
Ltd.. (11) Lilian Machinery Industrial 
Co.. Ltd., (12) DoAU Co.. (13) Jenq Shins 
Enterprises Co.. (4) Kabaco Tools. Inc«. 
(15) Lio Ho Machine Works, Ltd.. (16) 
She Hong Industrial Co.. Ltd.. (17) Yun 
Fu Machinery Co.. Ltd.. (18) Yeong Chin 
Machinery Industries Co.. 119) Y.CI. 
USA. Inc., and (20) Long Chang 
Machinery Co., Ltd., had violated 
section 337 in the importation and sale 
of certain vertical milling machines. 
Specifically, the presiding officer found 
that eleven respondents used a 
photograph of a Bridgeport vertical 
milling machine in their advertisements 
for Taiwanese machines. Consequently, 
the presiding officer found that Chanun. 
Poncho. Lilian, Warner. M.I.T.. ABC. 
Big-|oe. South Bend Lathe, Enco. Maw 
Chang, and Long Chang had violated 
section 43(a) of the Lanham Act and 
engaged in false advertising. 

Additionally, the presiding officer 
found that the following respondents 
had engaged in passing off: Do All. Hong 
Yeong, Jenq Shing. Kabaco. Lio Ho, Naw 
Chang. She Hong, Poncho. Lilian. South 
Bend Lathe. Chanun. Enco, Yun Fu. 
Warner. Big-Joe and Yeong Chin. 

The presiding officer found that the 
following respondents had not violated 
section 337 and terminated the 
investigation with respect to them: (1) 
Alliant Machine Tool Corp.. (2) Nahshon 
Machinery Co.. (3) Fu Shanlong industry 
Co., Ltd.. (4) Great International Corp,. 
(5) Yamazen U.S. A., Inc.. (6) Hsu Pen 
Machinery Co., (7) Kingtex Corp.. (8) 
Pal-Up Enterprises Co.. Ltd.. (9) Shye 
Shing Machinery Mfg. Co.. Ltd., (10) 
Rutland Tool 8 Supply Co., Inc.. (11) 
Pilgrim Industries. Inc., (12) Select 
Machine Tool Co.. (13) Webb Machinery 
Corp.. and (14) Luson International 
Distributors. Inc. Compliant, 
respondents, and the Commission 
investigative attorney have petitioned 
for revfew of various parts of the initial 
determination pursuant to section 
210.54(a) of the Commission's rules. 

After examining the petitions for 
review and the responses thereto, the 
Commission has concluded that there 
are issues that warrant review. 
Specifically, the Commission will review 
the following issues: 

1. The existence of a common law 
trademark in the exterior appearance of 
the Bridgeport Scries I vertical milling 
machine; 

2. The existence of a common law 
trademark in the name Series !: 

3. Infringement of these alleged 
common law trademarks; 

4. The availability of the equitable 
defense of laches; 

5. Passing off; 


6. Violation of section 43(a) of the 
Lanham Act through false advertising; 

7. False advertising; and 

8. Injury. 

The Commission's review will be 
limited to the above issues. No other 
issues will be considered. 

Commission Hearing 

The Commission will hold a public 
hearing on January 9,1984. in the 
Commission's Hearing Room. 701 E 
Street, NW„ Washington, D.C, 20438, 
beginning at 10:00 a.m. The hearing will 
be diveded into two parts. First, the 
Commission will hear oral arguments on 
that portion of the presiding officer's 
initial determination selected for review. 
Second, the Commission will hear 
presentations concerning appropriate 
roller, the effect that such relief would 
have upon the public interest, and the 
proper amount of the bond in the event 
that the Commission determines that 
there is a violation of section 337 and 
that relief should be granted. These 
matters will be heard on the same day 
in order to facilitate the completion of 
this investigation within time limits 
established under law and to minimize 
the burden upon the parties. 

Oral Arguments 

Parties to the investigation and 
interested Government agencies may 
present oral arguments concerning those 
portions of the presiding officer's initial 
determination being reviewed. That 
portion of a party's or an agency's total 
time allocated to oral argument may be 
used in any way the party or agency 
making argument sees fit Le, a portion 
of the time may be reserved for rebuttal 
or devoted to summation. The oral 
argument will be held in the following 
order complainant, respondents, 
Government agencies, and the 
Commission investigative attorney. 
Persons making oral argument are 
reminded that such argument must be 
limited to the issues being reviewed by 
the Commission and must be based 
upon the evidentiary record certified to 
the Commission by the presiding officer. 

Oral Presentations on Relief, the Public 
Interest, and Bonding 

Following the oral arguments on the 
presiding officer's initial determination, 
parties to the investigation. Government 
agencies, public-interest groups, and 
interested members of the public may 
make oral presentations on the issues of 
relief, public interest, and bonding. This 
portion of the hearing is quasi-legislative 
in nature; presentations need not be 
confined to the evidentiary record 
certified to the Commission by the 
presiding officer, and may include the 


testimony of witnesses. Oral 
presentations on relief, public interest, 
and bonding, will be heard in this order 
complainant, respondents. Government 
agencies, the Commission investigative 
attorney, public-interest groups, and 
interested members of the public. 

If the Commission finds that a 
violation of section 337 has occurred, it 
may issue (1) an order which could 
result in the exclusion of the subject 
articles from entry into the United 
States and/or (2) cease and desist 
orders which could result in one or more 
respondents being required to cease and 
desist from engaging in unfair acts in the 
importation and sale of such articles. 
Accordingly, the Commission is 
interested in hearing presentations 
which address the form of relief, if any. 
which should be ordered. 

If the Commission finds that a 
violation of section 337 has occurred 
and orders some form of relief, the 
President has 60 days to approve or 
disapprove the Commission's action. 
During this period, the subject articles 
would be entitled to enter the United 
States under a bond in an amount 
determined by the Commission and 
prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Commission is therefore 
interested in hearing presentations 
concerning the amount of the bond, if 
any. which should be imposed. 

Public Interest Consideration 

If the Commission concludes that a 
violation of section 337 has occurred 
and contemplates some form of relief, it 
must consider the effect of that relief 
upon the public interest. The factors 
which the Commission will consider 
include the effect that an exclusion 
order and/or a cease and desist order 
would have upon (1) the public health 
and welfare. (2) competitive conditions 
in the U.S. economy, (3) the U.S. 
production of articles which are like or 
directly competitive with those which 
are the subject of the investigation, and 
(4) U.S. consumers. 

Time Limit for Oral Argument And Ora) 
Presentation 

Complainant, respondents (taken 
collectively), the Commission 
investigative attorney, and Government 
agencies will be limited to a total of 30 
minutes (exclusive of time consumed by 
questions from the Commission or its 
advisory staff) for making both oral 
argument on violation and oral 
presentations on remedy, public interest, 
and bonding. Persons making 
presentations solely on remedy, the 
public interest, and bonding will be 
limited to 10 minutes (exclusive of time 
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consumed by questions from the 
Commission and its advisory staff). The 
Commission may in its discretion 
expand the aforementioned time limits 
upon receipt of a timely request to do so. 
Written Submissions 

In order to give greater focus to the 
hearing, the parties to the investigation 
and interested Government agencies are 
encouraged to file briefs on the issues on 
review and on the issues of remedy, the 
public interest and bonding. 

Complainant and the Commission 
investigative attorney are also requested 
to submit a proposed exclusion order 
and/or a proposed cease and desist 
order for the Commission's 
consideration. Persons other than the 
parties and Government agencies may 
file written submissions addressing the 
issues of remedy, the public interest, 
and bonding. Written submissions on 
the issues selected for review must be 
Hied not later than the close of business 
on December 15,1983, and submissions 
on remedy, the public interest and 
bonding must be filed not later than the 
close of business on December 22,1983. 
During the course of the hearing, the 
parties may be asked to file posthearing 
briefs. 

Notice of Appearance 

Written requests to appear at the 
Commission hearing must be filed with 
the Office of the Secretary by January 3, 
1984. 

Additional Information 

Persons submitting briefs and/or 
written submissions must file the 
original document and 14 true copies 
thereof with the Office of the Secretary 
on or before the deadlines stated above. 
Any person desiring to submit a 
document (or a portion thereof) to the 
Commission in confidence must request 
confidential treatment unless the 
information has already been granted 
such treatment by the presiding officer. 
All such requests should be directed to 
the Secretary of the Commission and 
must include a full statement of the 
reasons why the Commission should 
grant such treatment. Documents 
containing confidential information 
approved by the Commission for 
confidential treatment will be treated 
accordingly. All nonconfidential written 
submissions will be available for public 
inspection at the Secretary’s Office. 

Notice of this investigation was 
published in the Federal Register of 
November 17,1983.47 FR 51821. 

Copies of the nonconfidential version 
of the presiding officer's initial 
determination and all other 
nonconfidential documents filed in 


connection with this investigation are 
available for inspection during official 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in 
the office of the Secretary. U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 701 E 
Street NW.. Washington. D C. 20436, 
telephone 202-523-0181. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Catherine R. Field. Esq., Office of the 
General Counsel. U.S. International 
Trade Commission, telephone 202-523- 
0350. 

Usued: November 3a 1983. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason. 

Secretary. 

pit Doc n-nu: filed 12 *4* «mj 

BILLING COOC 7020-02-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. AB-19 (Sub-€2)1 

Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company- 
Abandonment—In Guernsey, Noble 
and Belmont Counties, OH; Findings 

The Commission has issued a 
certificate authorizing Baltimore A Ohio 
Railroad Company to abandon its 28.02- 
mile rail line between Lamira (milepost 
13.69) and Gibson (milepost 41.71) in 
Guernsey, Noble, and Belmont Counties. 
OH. The abandonment certificate will 
become effective 30 days after this 
publication unless the Commission also 
finds that: (1) A financially responsible 
person has offered financial assistance 
(through subsidy or purchase) to enable 
the rail service to be continued; and (2) 
it is likely that the assistance would 
fully compensate the railroad. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and the 
applicant no later than 10 days from 
publication of this Notice. The following 
notation shall be typed in bold face on 
the lower left-hand corner of the 
envelope containing the offer. “Rail 
Section, AB-OFA.” Any offer previously 
made must be remade within this 10-day 
period. 

Information and procedures regarding 
financial assistance for continued rail 
service are contained in 49 U.S.C. 10905 
and 49 CFR 1152.27. 
lumen H. Bayne, 

A cting Secretary. 

(FR Doc 83..J2564 FM MS •■>] 

Billing COOC 702S-01^M 


[Finance Docket No. 302611 

The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railroad Company- 
Abandonment—in Cook and Will 
Counties, IL; Exemption 

The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railroad Company (B&OCT) 
has filed a notice of exemption for an 
abandonment under 49 CFR 1152 
Subpart F— Exempt Abandonments. The 
line to be abandoned is a portion of 
BAOCT*s Chicago Heights Subdivision 
between Valuation Stations 517+45 and 
658+68, a distance of approximately 
2.67 miles in Cook and Will Counties, IL. 

BAOCT has certified (1) that no local 
traffic has moved over the line for at 
least 2 years, and there is no overhead 
traffic on the line, and (2) that no formal 
complaint filed by a user of rail service 
on the line regarding cessation of 
service over the line either is pending 
with the Commission or has been 
decided in favor of the complainant 
within the 2-year period. The Public 
Service Commission (or equivalent 
agency) in Illinois has been notified in 
writing at least 10 days prior to the filing 
of this notice. See Exemption of Out of 
Service Rail Lines, 366 I.C.C. 885 (1963). 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employees affected by 
the abandonment shall be protected 
pursuant to Oregon Short Line R. Co.— 
Abandonment—Goshen, 3601.C.C. 91 
(1979). 

The exemption will be effective on 
January 30.1984 (unless stayed pending 
reconsideration). Petitions to stay the 
effective date of the exemption must be 
filed by December 15.1983, and 
petitions for reconsideration, including 
environmental, energy and public use 
concerns, must be filed by December 27. 
1983 with: Office of the Secretary, Case 
Control Branch, interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Commission should be sent to BAOCTs 
representative: Rene J. Gunning. Suite 
2204. Chcssie System, 100 North Charles 
Street. Baltimore. MD 21201. 

If the notice of exemption contains 
false or misleading information, the use 
of the exemption is void ab initio. 

A. notice to the parties will be issued 
if use of the exemption is conditioned 
upon environmental or public use 
conditions. 

Decided: December 11983. 
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By the Commission, Iteber P. Hardy. 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

I amen H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretory. 

fFX Doc 83-J4M6 FVWd 144 •«i| 

DlU-fMO COCC T03S-0 WM 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Information Collections Under Review 

December 2, 1963. 

OMB has been sent for review the 
following proposals for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
Chapter 35) since the last list was 
published. The list has ail the entries 
grouped Into new forms, revisions, or 
extensions. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

(1) The name and telephone number of 
the Agency Clearance Officer (from 
whom a copy of the form and suppoiting 
documents is available); (2) The office of 
the agency issuing this form: (3) The title 
of the form; (4) The agency form number, 
if applicable; (5) How often the form 
must be Tilled out; (6) Who will be 
required or asked to report; (7) An 
estimate of the number of responses; (8) 
An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to fill out the form; (9) An 
indication of whether Section 3504(H) of 
Pub. L 96-511 applies; (10) The name 
and telephone number of the person or 
office responsible for OMB review. 
Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from the Agency Clearance Officer 
whose name and telephone number 
appear under the agency name. 
Comments and questions about the 
items on this list should be directed to 
the reviewer listed at the end of each 
entry and to the Agency Clearance 
Officer. If you anticipate commenting on 
a form but find that time to prepare will 
prevent you from submitting comments 
promptly, you should advise the 
reviewer and the Agency Clearance 
Officer of your intent as early as 
possible. 

Department of Justice 

Agency Clearance Officer Larry E. 
Miesse—202-633-4312. 

Extension of the Expiration Date of a 
Currently Approved Collection Without 
Any Change in the Substance or in the 
Method of Collection 

• Immigration and Naturalization 

Service. Department of Justice 

Immigration Bond 
On occasion 

Individuals or households 


Information used to determine 
whether the alien for whom the bond is 
furnished shall be admitted to the 
United States or released from Service 
custody after having been detained in 
conjunction with deportation or 
exclusion proceedings: 9.900 
respondents; 82 hours; not applicable 
under 3504(h). 

Rob Veeder—395-4814 

• Office of Justice Assistance, 
Research and Statistics. Department 
of Justice 

Categorical Grant Progress Report 
Quarterly 

State or local governments, small 
businesses or organizations 
OMB Circulars A-102 and A-110 
require grant recipients to submit 
performance reports to the grantor 
agency. This form is used to satisfy this 
requirement. The information is used by 
the agency grant monitors to track 
project progress: 4.000 respondents, 

8,000 hours; not applicable under 
3561(h). 

Rob Veeder—395-4814 

Reinstatement of a Previously Approved 
Collection for Which Approval Has 
Expired 

• Office of Justice Assistance, 
Research and Statistics, Department 
of Justice 

Financial Status Report (H-l) 

Quarterly 

State or local governments, businesses 
or other for-profit, non-profit 
institutions, individuals or households 
This financial reporting form Is 
prescribed by OMB Circulars A-102 and 
A-110. The information provided is 
reviewed by the grantor agency to 
ensure proper use of Federal funds and 
to monitor grantee cash flow: 4.200 
respondents; 0,300 hours; not applicable 
under 3504(h). 

Rob Veeder—395-4814 

New Collection 

• Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Department of Justice 

Uniform Crime Reporting Study—Law 
Enforcement Agency Survey 
One time 

Local Governments 
As part of the study of the Uniform 
Crime Reporting (UCR) System, the 
survey will collect information from 
local law enforcement agencies 
contributing UCR data in order to assess 
the current system and to receive input 
from contributors who may be affected 
by study recommendations: 3,097 
respondents; 2,323 hours; not applicable 
under 3504(h). 


Rob Veeder—395-4814 
Larry E. Miesse, 

Agency Clearance Officer Department of 
Justice. 

IKK Doe PlWd 144 *tr| 

BILUMO COOC 4440-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment and Training 
Administration 

Job Training Partnership Act; Fiscal 
Year 1984 Transition Period; State 
Allotments under Title IV-A, Section 
402 Migrant and Seasonal Farmworker 
Programs 

agency: Employment and Training 
Administration. Labor. 
action: Notice. 

summary: This Notice announces the 
final Fiscal Year (FY) 1984 transition 
period—the first nine months of FY 1984. 
October 1 1983. through June 30,1984— 
allotments to States for programs funded 
under Title IV, Section 402 of the Job 
Training Partnership Act (JTPA) (Pub. L 

97- 300) of October 13.1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul A. Muyrand. Acting Director. Office 
of Special Targeted Programs, 601 D 
Street, NW„ Room 6122, Washington, 
D.C. 20213. Phone: 202/376-6225. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FY 
1984 Department of Labor (DOL) 
appropriation, Pub. L 98-139, was 
signed by the President on October 31. 
1983. This appropriation provides for a 
nine-month appropriation for the period 
October 1,1983, through June 30,1984. 
and a 12-month appropriation for the 
period July 1,1984, through June 30,1985. 
for programs under JTPA and for the 
Employment Service under Wagner- 
Peyser Act. amended. 

On August 12,1983, the DOL 
Published in the Federal Register 
Section 402 planning estimates based on 
a total figure of $57,986,000 for a 12- 
month funding period. The Department 
also announced the formula used in 
arriving at the planning estimates and 
asked that comments on the estimates 
and formula be submitted by September 
12,1983. The Department further 
announced that should a change occur 
because of congressional appropriations 
action, it would publish the new 
planning estimates In the Federal 
Register. The Department hereby 
announces a change in the State 
allotments based on a transition 
appropriation for the period October 1. 
1983-June 30,1984, contained in Pub. L 

98- 139. The Department is maintaining 
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the hold-harmless provision published in 
the Federal Register announcement of 
August 12.1983, which assured that no 
State would receive a less than 75 
percent of the amount it received in FY 
1983. The Department is also 
maintaining the formula methodology 
described in the September 12,1983, 
announcement. 

The transition period (9 month) 
amount to be distributed is $43,489,739. 
This represents a reduction of 25 percent 
in the August 12,1983,12-month 
planning estimates and a corresponding 
reduction in the following allotment 
levels for individual States: 


Aaaosim-...- 

Aaron*. 


GotoraOo- 


tkortd*. 

Georg* 

H *eH . 


Vent _ —... -— 

WyUftf ___ 




/art .. 
Caro** 

Nona Oafcote 

Ohe- 

Owahon*_ 

Ortgoa^. 


South Oaluoaa_- 

ferntttn*_____ 

Lrtah. .. 

Vermont___ 

Vrgprti_ — 

WnitMim 
*•* Virgin* 

w*cc«*»..„__ 

Wyoming 

Puerto Hco _ 


$620,737 
•02,917 
MV884 
7381.006 
525.270 
83.M0 
90 000 
2,780003 
893 464 
119668 
654.979 
1.059.596 
60V043 
1.041 045 
694.714 
et6.l62 
566.514 

295,820 
216.875 
732 426 

9M/M 

985.925 
66*6*4 
647.003 
492963 
770203 
90.000 
90.000 
316.914 
264 439 
1.074 7*7 
2.066 406 
462.122 
VC 1840 

554.562 
902.917 
067OJ6 
616.162 
296 649 

564.562 
3.319.469 

169.032 
156.173 
606.266 
1.352Z57 
194.332 
U85.721 
147 682 
1,417.206 


- 43 469 739 


The Department is publishing these 
allotments at this time in order to insure 
that Migrant and Seasonal Farmworker 
Programs previously designated for 
continued funding as a result of a 
competitive process receive these 
announced funds to continue services 
for farmworkers without interruption. 
Proposed funding levels fox the 12-month 
period of July 1,1984. through June 30, 
1985, will be announced in the Federal 
Register at a later date. 

Several comments were received 
recommending that the Department 
continue to use Social Security 


Administration (SSA) data instead of 
Census data as the basis for determining 
allotments to States. For various 
considerations, some of which are 
discussed below, the Department has 
elected to use the Census data. 

The fTPA, Section 162(a) requires that 
"All allotments and allocations under 
this Act be based on the latest available 
data and estimates satisfactory to the 
Department,** and, that "All data 
relating to economically disadvantaged 
and low-income persons be based on 
the 1980 Census or later data.” Further, 
the Regulations at Section 633.105(b)(1) 
state that funds "Shall be allocated for 
Farmworker programs in individual 
States in an equitable manner using the 
best data available as to the 
Farmworker population as determined 
by the Department." 

The most recent available SSA data 
are for 1977. Census data, however, are 
available for 1980. Therefore, the 
Department has determined that the 
1980 Census data best meets the JTPA, 
Section 162(a) "latest available data" 
requirement. 

Another consideration supporting the 
use of Census data is that, unlike SSA 
data, it counts only farmworkers. The 
SSA figures included persons in 
agriculturally-related industries. 
Consequently, many non farmworkers 
were included in the SSA data. In 
contrast, the Census count is 
occupational, not industrial, and so the 
Census includes only persons at the 
poverty level who arc employed in 
farmwork, which is the target population 
for JTPA, Section 402 programs. Finally, 
SSA data counts only individuals who 
pay Social Security taxes. Census data, 
however, include farmworkers whether 
or not Social Security taxes are paid. 

Therefore, consistent with the Act and 
the Regulations and following public 
comment the Department has 
determined that the allocations 
announced herein are based on the best 
data available to the Department. This 
determination is based on the fact that 
the Census data derive from the most 
recent and largest sample available of 
persons in relevant agricultural 
occupations who are at the poverty 
level. Also, pursuant to JTPA, Section 
162(a) and Section 633.105fb](l) of the 
Section 402 regulations, the Department 
will insure through an ongoing review 
and analysis of data sources that 
allocations for all subsequent program 
years are also based upon the best data 
available as determined by the 


Secretary. Signed at Washington. DC., 
this 2nd day of December, 1983. 

Paul A. Mayrand. 

Acting Director. Office of Sfwciai Target mi 
Programs. 

|FS Due 63-42575 Fii«d a to «m) 

BILLING COOC 4519-30-41 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Precollege Science and Mathematics 
Education Program; Announcement 

agency: National Science Foundation. 
action: Notice of program 
announcement. 

summary: This notice sets forth the 
program announcement far the National 
Science Foundation's Precollege Science 
and Mathematics Education Program. 

effective date: This Announcement 
supersedes the two Science and 
Engineering Education Fiscal Year 1983 
Program Announcements: Materials 
Development for Prccollcge Science and 
Mathematics (NSF 83-6) and Honors 
Workshops for Precollegc Teachers of 
Science and Mathematics (NSF 03-44). 
Major changes incorporated here 
represent extensions of and additions to 
those earlier Program Announcements, 
rather than changes in program 
orientation. This announcement should 
be used in preparing all future proposals 
not submitted to the NSF as of the date 
of this publication. Proposals 
postmarked or received at the NSF as of 
the date of this publication need not be 
resubmitted. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Please address requests for further 
information to National Science 
Foundation. Directorate for Science and 
Engineering Education. Washington. 

D C, 20550. Attention: Precollege 
Science and Mathematics Education. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Science Foundation Act of 
1950, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1861-1875). 
authorizes the National Science 
Foundation to initiate and support 
programs to strengthen science 
education at all levels. This program 
announcement describes the 
Foundation's precollege science and 
mathematics education program. 

(The Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog 
Numbers for this program are 47.061. 
Precoliege Science and Mathematics 
Development and Incentives, and 47.062. 
Precollege Science and Mathematics 
Materials Development (These numbers 
were assigned for use in the FY 1983 Federal 
Domestic Assistance Catalog and do not 
reflect the FY 1984 program changes 
contained in the following announcement |) 
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Precolleg* Science and Mathematics 
Education Program Announcement 

Outline of Contents 

I. Introduction 

II. Precollege Activities 

• Precollege Materials Development and 

Research 

—Improved Instructional Materials 
—Improved Methods of Teacher 
Development 

—Applications of New Technologies 
—Research in Teaching and Learning 

• Precollege Teacher Development and 

Incentives 

—Local and Regional Teacher 
Development 

—Honors Workshops for Precollcge 
Teachers of Science and Mathematics 
—Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Science and Mathematics Teaching 

• Special Activities 
—Informal Science Education 
—Information in Science and Muthcmotics 

Education 

—Studies and Analyses 

III. General Information for Preparation and 
Submission of Proposals 

• Eligibility 

• Preparation and Submission of Proposals 

• Special Information 

• When to Submit 

• Proposal Evaluation and Award Selection 

• Intergovernmental Review 

• Crant Administration 

• Inquiries 

I. Introduction 

An understanding of science and 
technology is essential to the strength of 
the Nation's scientific enterprise, to its 
security and economic vitality, and to 
the viability of the institutions of a 
modem democracy. The depth and 
breadth of this understanding depends 
upon o/l students having a firm 
grounding in mathematics, science and 
technology. This in turn depends upon 
the strength of mathematics, science, 
and technology education, especially at 
the precollege level—kindergarten 
through twelfth grade. 

Specific responsibility for the 
initiation of and support for programs to 
strengthen science education at all 
levels has been vested in the National 
Science Foundation (NSF) by the 
National Foundation Act of 1950. as 
amended (42 U.S.C 1861-1875). In 
response to this key role in maintaining 
the vitality of American science and 
engineering education, the Foundation is 
expanding it9 support of precollege 
activities designed to strengthen 
science, mathematics, and technology 
instruction needed to prepare students 
for productive and responsible citizenry. 

The Foundation recognizes that 
solutions to the Nation's problems in 
precollege mathematics and science 
education require: 


• Local initiative and autonomy, the 
fundamental characteristics of the 
United States' educational system: 

• Attention and action by all sectors 
including state and local governments, 
industry, and professional societies; 

• Necessary leadership by the 
Federal Government to address a 
national problem by stimulating and 
catalyzing efforts in other sectors: and 

• Development of teachers, teaching 
materials, and techniques central to the 
motivation and learning of students. 

To support these efforts, NSF adopts 
the primary' goal set forth by the 
National Science Board's Commission 
on Precollege Education in Mathematics. 
Science and Technology. That goal is to 
strengthen precollege science and 
mathematics education so as to: 

.provide all the Nation's youth with a 

level of education In mathematics, science 
and technology, as measured by achievement 
scores and participation levels (as well as 
other non-subjective criteria), that is not only 
the highest quality attained anywhere in the 
world but also reflects the particular and 
peculiar needs of our Nation." 1 

The achievement of this goal will 
result in: 

• Preparation of students for 
enhanced career options: 

• Preparation of students for living in 
a high-technology, information society; 
and 

• More students who are adequately 
trained to pursue higher education 
opportunities In mathematics, science 
and technology. 

In working toward this goal. NSF will 
make every effort to: 

• Cultivate the support and 
participation of the science and 
engineering research and education 
communities: 

• Involve scientists and science 
educators, active teachers and 
administrators, officials of state and 
local educational agencies, and the 
private sector in joint efforts; and 

• Select ail projects on the basis of 
peer review, stressing the scientific and 
educational merit of ideas and activities 
proposed. 

The Foundation will consider 
proposals for support of precollege 
science and technology education 
projects in any field of science, 
including but not necessarily limited to: 
astronomy, atmospheric sciences, 
biological and behavioral science 
chemistry, computer sciences, earth 
sciences, engineering, information 
science, mathematical sciences. 


1 Report of the National Science Board's 
Commission on Precollege Education in 
Mathematics. Science and Technology. Educating 
Amr neons for the 21st Century. National Science 
Foundation. Washington. D.C.. 20S50,1983. page S. 


materials science, oceanography, 
physics, and the social sciences. 
Interdisciplinary proposals also are 
eligible for consideration. 

This announcement describes the 
following areas, which are the focus of 
NSF*8 support: 

• Research in teaching and learning 
and the development of instructional 
materials in science, mathematics and 
technology for students and teachers: 

• Activities that provide incentives 
for teachers and develop their 
capabilities; and 

• Special activities aimed at 
increasing informal (out-of-school) 
science, mathematics and technology 
education, providing information about 
successful approaches and monitoring 
the condition of precollege science, 
mathematics and technology education. 

In each of these elements the teacher 
is central. The effectiveness of the 
teacher will be strengthened either by 
the training experience or by the tools 
made available for use in the classroom. 

In each of these elements the teacher 
is central. The effectiveness of the 
teacher will be strengthened either by 
the training experience or by the tools 
made available for use in the classroom 

The success of this undertaking is 
especially dependent on the widest 
possible involvement of active and 
productive scientists and science 
educators. The Foundation strongly 
encourages women, minorities, and the 
physically disabled to participate fully 
in these activities. 

II. Frecollege Activities 

There are three major components to 
NSF precollcge activities: Precollege 
Materials Development and Research; 
Precollege Teacher Development and 
Incentives; and Special Activities. 

Precollege Materials Development and 
Research 

Precollege Materials Development and 
Research has the goal of strengthening 
precollege science, mathematics and 
technology education for all students by 
supporting the generation of new 
knowledge, and the development of 
materials, technologies, and model 
programs. This activity will provide 
educational decisionmakers, such as 
teachers, principals, community groups, 
and local and state educational agencies 
with quality instructional materials for 
their selection and use in improving and 
sustaining their precollcge programs in 
science, mathematics and technology. 

Improved Instructional Materials 

The Foundation seeks to support 
scientists, engineers and science and 
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mathematics educators in cooperation 
with other appropriate individuals and 
groups to assess existing courses and 
materials and develop new or improved 
science, mathematics and technology 
instructional materials for students and 
corresponding materials for teachers. 
The outcome will provide better 
instructional tools for both teachers and 
students in precollege mathematics and 
science classrooms and laboratories 
throughout the Nation. 

Activities eligible for support include: 

• More effective presentations of 
single concepts, the development of 
materials covering more comprehensive 
topics or spanning several years, the 
introduction of new scientific or 
technological advances; 

• Improved methods of delivering 
instruction, including technology-based 
materials, software, computer 
simulations of laboratory experiments, 
and television or videodisc-based 
materials; 

• Materials tailored to the special 
needs of particular groups of students; 
for example, women, minorities, 
physically disabled students, college- 
bound students, those entering the work 
force after high school graduation, or the 
gifted and talented; 

• Materials presenting technological 
concepts or topics in science and 
mathematics applications. 

Projects may include the development 
of entirely new materials, the updating 
and revision of existing materials of high 
quality, and testing and trial 
demonstrations. In all cases, projects 
should lead to specific instructional 
materials that are bias-free, 
scientifically sound and suitable for 
widespread distribution, preferably 
through the private sectior. In 
development of materials, consideration 
should be given to the implications for 
use by teachers. The materials proposed 
for development should be suitable for 
use in many locales throughout the 
country. 

All principal investigators should 
direct their attention to sharing 
information resulting from their 
proposed projects. The involvement of 
publishers and other relevant 
organizations early in the process of 
materials development is encouraged so 
as to facilitate their distribution and 
consideration for adoption. 

Improved Methods of Teacher 
Development 

This area supports the development of 
new materials and approaches to 
strengthen the preparation of 
undergraduate students planning to 
become elementary school teachers or 
secondary school science and 


mathematics teachers, and to improve 
the continuing education and 
competence of teachers of science and 
mathematics throughout their careers. 

The outcome will be model programs 
and materials to assure that teachers 
entering the profession are strongly 
grounded in the scientific disciplines, 
cognizant of teaching techniques 
appropriate to different learning styles, 
and that mechanisms and materials are 
provided to assure that teaching skills 
and expertise are maintained during 
their teaching careers. 

This area includes support for 

• Development of highly specialized 
materials, courses and software 
designed for current and future teachers 
to provide them with the basic 
knowledge in science, mathematics and 
technology necessary to become and 
remain effictive precollege teachers, the 
knowledge from research in the 
cognitive sciences on effective methods 
for teaching and learning science, and 
effective strategies for reaching students 
with special needs; 

• Design of model programs to test, 
demonstrate, and evaluate innovative 
approaches to the undergraduate 
preparation and continuing education of 
precollege teachers of science and 
mathematics. The development of 
prototypes suitable for widespread 
adoption and use by local education 
agencies is encouraged. 

Applications of New Technologies 

This area supports research and 
development on advanced 
technologies—particularly the 
computer—as educational and 
instructional tools for students and their 
teachers. Support is provided for the 
exploration, development, and proof-of- 
concept demonstration of advanced 
computer and telecommunication 
technologies and techniques as well as 
innovative computer-based concepts 
and applications. 

The outcomes may include innovative 
technologies, systems, languages, and 
software to increase the efficiency and 
effectiveness of instruction at the 
precollege level. 

This area includes support for; 

• Development of computer-based 
systems for precollege science and 
mathematics education which augment 
human intelligence, intuition and 
problem solving; 

• Development, testing and 
evaluation of systems that offer 
exceptional promise of educational 
effectiveness and efficiency; for 
example, intelligent-videodisc; 

• Support of mechanisms to facilitate 
the widespread use of these products 


and concepts; for example, networks 
and authoring systems. 

Research in Teaching and Learning 

This area supports basic and applied 
research on significant factors that 
underlie effective teaching and learning 
of precollege science and mathematics. 
Projects should focus on critical 
questions related to teaching, learning 
and cognitive processes. The outcomes 
should provide information useful in the 
development of new and improved 
instructional materials and teaching 
strategies. All principal investigators 
should direct attention to sharing 
information resulting from their research 
with the developers of instructional 
materials and improved teacher 
development programs. 

Examples of research that may be 
supported include: 

• Early development of cognitive 
competence, and processes by which 
students learn to solve problems, in 
logic, mathematics, and science and the 
acquistion of knowledge and its 
representation as related to the study of 
science and mathematics; 

• Information processing models as 
they relate to science teaching and 
learning, the effects of incorporating 
information processing technology into 
the traditional school setting, and 
distribution and adoption of 
technologies; 

• Factors that influence science and 
mathematics teacher characteristics and 
the participation and achievement of 
their students at various ages. 

These examples are illustrative only 
and research proposals on other topics 
dealing with teaching and learning are 
encouraged. This area is being pursued 
in collaboration with NSPs Biological. 
Behavoral and Social Sciences 
Directorate, and is also described in a 
separate announcement NSF 83-91. 

P/ccollege Teacher Development and 
Incentives 

The Procollege Teacher Development 
and Incentives activity includes: Local 
and Regional Teacher Development; 
Honors Workshops for Precollege 
Teachers of Science and Mathematics; 
and Presidential Awards for Excellence 
in Science and Mathematics Teaching. 

This activity identifies and 
encourages exemplary and innovative 
practices for teacher improvement while 
also providing recognition for the 
Nation's finest elementary and 
secondary school science and 
mathematics teacher. Commitment and 
involvement of universities, state or 
local educational agencies, industries 
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and professional organization are 
encouraged. 

Local and Regional Teacher 
Development 

Local and regional teacher education 
assists local communities in their efforts 
to provide continuing education and 
professional development opportunities 
for precollege teachers of science and 
mathematics, ft supports programs for 
teachers of science and mathematics in 
kindergarten through grade twelve. 

Activities may take place at a college 
or university, a local or state 
educational facility, an academic or 
industrial research laboratory, or In 
other appropriate environments. 
Academic credit or the equivalent for 
teacher participation is strongly 
encouraged, where appropriate. 

Areas of support include: 

• Part-time and full-time courses, 
seminars and workshops in 
mathematics, science or technology for 
precollege teachers; 

• Courses, seminars, and workshops 
dealing with educational technology, 
such as computers or 
telecommunications; 

• Activities to improve the science 
and mathematics knowledge of nan- 
certified teachers; 

• Workshops emphasizing new or 
improved instructional activities, 
delivery systems, or teaching practices 
in mathematics and science, and 
procedures to increase teacher 
effectivenss with various groups of 
students; 

• Research experience in a college, 
university, industrial or national 
laboratory. 

Activities may vary in length 
according to their scope and the type of 
participants. They may be conducted 
during the academic year, summer, or 
both, and should involve a plan for 
follow-up so as to assess the teaching 
improvements that result. 

Honors Workshops for Preccltege 
Teachers of Science and Mathematics 

The goal of the Honors Workshops is 
to recognize and increase the 
capabilities of outstanding teachers of 
mathematics and science to improve 
their effectiveness as teachers in their 
home communities, schools, and 
professional organizations. 

Activities proposed as Honors 
Workshops should specify their plans 
for. 

• Identifying and selecting teachers of 
science and mathematics of proven high 
quality for recognition with certificates 
of honor and appropriate publicity; 

• Establishing activities providing 
specialized training for outstanding 


precollege science and mathematics 
teachers. These might include special 
seminars, symposia, participation in 
research and coursework (including 
laboratory experience in industrial 
settings and other field-based study); 

• Extending the impact of workshop 
benefits when participants return to 
their schools. 

Workshops may vary in length 
according to the type of activity and the 
nature of participants, and may take 
place during the academic year, 
summer, or both. Attendees will be 
expected to assist in improving science 
and mathematics programs at their 
home schools. 

Presidential Awards for Excellence in 
Science and Mathematics Teaching 

This is a Presidential initiative to 
provide national recognition for 
distinguished secondary school teachers 
of science and mathematics. Teachers 
whose primary responsibility is 
classroom teaching of science or 
mathematics at grades 7 through 12 in 
an accredited school in any of the fifty 
states, Puerto Rico, or the District of 
Columbia are eligible for this award. In 
addition, a minimum of five years 
teaching experience in science or 
mathematics is required. Awardees 
receive national recognition and their 
schools receive $5,000 to be used under 
their direction for instructional purposes 
in their school district. 

This description is provided for 
information purposes only . No 
applications or proposals are sought for 
Presidential awards via this 
announcement. 

Special A ctivities 

This area includes Informal Science 
Education; Information in Science and 
Mathematics Education; and Studies 
and Analyses. 

Informal Science Education 

The goal of this area of emphasis is to 
stimulate educational activities in out- 
of-school settings such as museums, 
media organizations, science academies 
and other appropriate groups which 
have potential for improving precollege 
science, mathematics and technology 
understanding and education. 

Typical activities may include: 

• Science and technology broad casts 
using various media and 
telecommunications technologies; 

• The creation of special museum 
exhibits addressed to precollege 
audiences; 

• Programs which provide students 
and teachers opportunities to participate 
in learning in out-of-school settings. 


Projects designed to train teachers to 
use the resources of museums, 
laboratories, collections and media in 
order to enhance classroom work and 
expand the resources available to 
schools are encouraged. 

This is particularly appropriate for 
project efforts finking diverse 
institutions including science museums, 
media organizations, private sector 
groups and schools. Proposals should 
present evidence of extensive planning 
and involvement with scientists and 
educators to ensure that the activities 
being proposed are scientifically 
accurate and educationally sound. 

Information in Science and Mathematics 

Education 

The goal of this activity is to serve the 
needs to provide a variety of 
information. Teachers are interested in 
new materials and the effects of new 
teaching practices that have been 
demonstrated to enhance learning of 
science and mathematics. School 
planners need to keep pace with 
research results in science, 
mathematics, technology, and cognitive 
processes. Local policymakers require 
current information about new 
developments and the current status of 
science, mathematics and technology 
education in order to make wise choices 
for the communities they serve. 

Areas of support include projects from 
educational institutions and 
organizations concerned with prccoCege 
science, mathematics and technology 
education proposing to: 

• Facilitate the transfer of information 
of particular importance to improve 
precollege science and mathematics 
education; 

• Establish programs which will 
provide information about new or 
improved classroom materials, on 
teaching practices and on other 
instructional support to teachers of 
science and mathematics, school 
administrators and policymakers in the 
regions they serve; 

• Undertake conferences, workshops 
and distribution efforts utilizing 
telecommunications technology and 
other media for disseminating 
information; 

• Provide information about recent 
results of research in teaching and 
learning in forms appropriate for use by 
local school decisionmakers, teachers 
and students. 

Projects that link educational 
institutions, private sector organizations 
and new technologies in innovative 
ways are encouraged, particularly when 
they have the potential to become self 
sustaining. 
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Studies and Analyses 

The goal of this area of emphasis is to 
collect, analyze, evaluate, and 
disseminate information on the 
condition of precollege education in 
mathematics, science and technology. 
This effort includes the following 
components: 

• Analyses and interpretation of 
existing data on precollege student 
participation and achievement in 
mathematics and science and on the 
status and condition of precollege 
science and mathematics education; 

• Identification of additional 
indicators of the condition of precollege 
education in mathematics and science, 
such as teacher supply, demand and 
qualifications, and actual content of 
courses; 

• Special studies on segments of 
precollege students and teacher 
populations. 

III. General Information for Preparation 
and Submission of Proposals 

This announcement sets forth basic 
information needed to initiate planning 
for proposal submission. Proposers must 
also consult the publication Grants for 
Scientific and Engineering Research 
(CSER), (NSF 83-57), for detailed 
guidance and forms related to proposal 
submission. This publication is available 
from the Forms and Publications Unit. 
National Science Foundation, 1800 G 
Street. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20550. 

The GSER should be used with the 
following understandings: 

• For “research** substitute “science 
and engineering education** or “science 
and engineering education project** 
according to the context; 

• The terms “new discoveries'* or 
‘fundamental advances" in science and 
engineering include the development of 
the science and engineering 
infrastructure toward those goals. 

Except as modified by the guidelines 
set forth herein, standard NSF 
guidelines on proposal preparation 
(content, format, budget, other sources 
of support, etc.), proposal submission, 
evaluation, NSF awards (general 
information and highlights), 
declinations, and withdrawals 
contained in GSER are applicable. 

More comprehensive information is 
contained in the NSF Grant Policy 
Manual, Revised, (NSF 77-47) available 
through the Superintendent of 
Documents. Government Printing Office. 
Washington, D.C. 20402. 

In the event that the submitting 
organization has never been the 
recipient of an NSF award, it is 
recommended that appropriate 
administrative officials become familiar 


with the NSF policies and procedures 
contained in the NSF Grant Policy 
Manual, Revised, which are applicable 
to most NSF awards. If a proposal is 
recommended for an award, the NSF 
Division of Grants and Contracts will 
request certain organizational, 
management, and financial information. 
These requirements are contained in 
Chapter III of the Manual, 

Eligibility 

Colleges and universities, state and 
local educational agencies, non-profit 
and private profit organizations, 
museums, professional societies, science 
academies and centers, and other 
institutions with a scientific or 
educational mission are eligible to 
submit. Proposers are encouraged to 
involve representation from more than 
one of these areas. (See also the GSER 
“Who May Submit** section.) Women, 
members of minority groups and the 
physically disabled are strongly 
encouraged to submit proposals to these 
and to other NSF programs. 

Proposals may be submitted from any 
field of science in which NSF supports 
research. These include: astronomy, 
atmospheric sciences, biological and 
behavioral sciences, chemistry, 
computer sciences, earth sciences, 
engineering, information science, 
mathematical sciences, materials 
science, oceanography, physics, and the 
social sciences. Interdisciplinary 
proposals spanning two or more science 
areas are also eligible. 

Preparation and Submission of 
Proposals 

• Proposals should be prepared in 
accordance with the guidelines 
contained in the GSER. pages 1-8. 

• Fifteen (15) complete copies of the 
proposal and three (3) additional copies 
of the cover sheet and Project Summary 
(Appendix IV of GSER) prepared and 
adressed as prescribed in GSER. are 
required. 

• Budget: Allowable costs are 
described in the CSER pages 4-7. 

Special Information 

As explained in the GSER, the 
proposal must contain a 200-word 
project summary. Appendix IV of GSER 
should be used for this summary. At the 
bottom of this form, list descriptors for 

1. The major scientific discipline(s) 
involved in the project: 

2. The activity elemcnt(s) to Which the 
proposal is addressed (selected from the 
Table of Contents of this 
announcement); 

3. The instructional grade levels that 
form the principal focus of the project. 


(within kindergarten through twelfth 
grades); and 

4. The state proposal number assigned 
by those states electing to participate in 
the Intergovernmental Review of 
Federal Programs (see below), if 
applicable. 

When To Submit 

Proposals may be submitted at any 
time. 

Applicants should allow 6 to 9 months 
for review and processing. Until a 
decision is announced, no information 
can be provided on the probability of 
support. Every effort is made to reach a 
decision and inform the applicant 
promptly. 

Proposal Evaluation and Award 
Selection 

NSF evaluates proposals on the basis 
of four general criteria: 

• Intrinsic merit— This criterion is 
used to assess the likelihood that the 
project will advance or have substantial 
impact on precollege science, 
mathematics, and technology education. 

• Performance competence —This 
criterion relates to the capability of the 
proposers, the soundness of the 
proposed approach, and the adequacy of 
the resources available to carry out the 
project. 

• Utility or relevance of the project— 
This criterion is used to assess the 
likelihood that the project can contribute 
to meeting specific needs in precollege 
science, mathematics, and technology 
education. 

• Effect on the infrastructure of 
science and engineering —This criterion 
relates to the potential of the proposed 
project to contribute to better 
understanding or improvement of the 
quality, distribution, or effectiveness of 
the Nation's scientific and engineering 
research, education, and manpower 
base. 

Additional criteria, where 
appropriate, are: 

• Plan— Does the project appear 
workable, cost-effective and appropriate 
relative to the target problems and the 
impact anticipated? Are factors like the 
selection of participants and the 
provision of academic credit or the 
equivalent provided to successful 
participants adequately described and 
thought out? Is the plan integrated with 
other local efforts to improve the quality 
of mathematics or science education? U 
the plan for continuation of the project 
beyond NSF support credible? Are the 
evalution plans reasonable? Does the 
proposed project include realistic 
mechanisms which will lead to wide- 
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spread dissemination of instructional 
materials or other project results? 

• Personnel—Are needed personnel 
such as mathematicians, scientists, 
engineers, active teachers, science 
educators, officials of state and local 
education agencies, and persons from 
the private sector (such as industrial 
scientists) included in the project? 

• Impact —Does the project have 
potential for significantly strengthening 
the Nation's science and mathematics 
education? Is the approach scientifically 
and educationally sound? Hus the 
cooperating school system(s) adequately 
examined and defined its teachers* 
needs? Is this project likely to deal 
effectively with the problem and 
improve the quality of teaching? Does 
the project employ a particularly 
creative approach that might serve as a 
model for others with similar problems? 

• Products —Will the project result in 
quality products such as instructional 
materials or models and plans for wider 
impact? 

• Cooperative relationships —I la 9 a 
reasonable working relationship among 
the cooperating parties been defined? 
Docs the proposal contain letters of 
agreement or other evidence of 
workable relationships? Will the project 
encourage and facilitate better working 
relationships between cooperating 
school systems and their teachers and 
the scientists and educators of 
cooperating colleges, universities and 
industry? Will the project develop long¬ 
term relationships with Institutions that 
can supplement and support the quality 
of precollege mathematics and science 
teaching? 

• Contributions —Does the proposal 
include appropriate contributions from 
the private sector, state or local 
educational agencies, colleges or 
universities, scientific or teaching 
professional societies, and other 
sources? 

• Balance —Does the project reflect 
awareness of the needs and potential of 
the diverse teacher and student 
population of the nation such as the 
gifted and talented, women, minorities, 
and physically disabled, disadvantaged 
and students not intending careers in 
science and engineering? 

Proposals will be reviewed for 
scientific and educational merit by 
scientists, science educators and others 
knowledgeable in the fields represented 
by the proposal Notification of award is 
made in writing by the Foundation. 
Organizations whose proposals are 
unsuccessful will be advised as 
promptly as possible. Verbatim copies 
of reviews, not including the identity of 
the reviewer, will be made available to 
respective project directors. The 


awardee is wholly responsible for the 
conduct of projects including the 
research and development of materials 
and the preparation of project results for 
publication. The Foundation does not 
assume responsibility for such findings 
or their interpretation. 

Intergovernmental Review 

Pursuant to Executive Order 12372 
("Intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Programs") and the implementing NSF 
regulations (Federal Register, volume 48. 
No. 123, June 24.1983, pp. 29358-29306). 
the NSF has established a procedure for 
ensuring the review of proposals by 
states when applicable. Programs 
described in this announcement are 
eligible for review by electing states 
under E.0.12372. except for the 
following three activities: 

• Research in Teaching and Learing; 

• Presidential Awards for Excellence 
in Science and Mathematics Teaching; 
and 

• Studies and Analyses. 

Proposers from states electing to 

review proposals must submit their 
proposals to the state's single point of 
contact (SPOC) for review prior to 
submission to the NSF. (See notice 
immediately following in this issue of 
the Federal Register for a list of states 
electing to review and their SPOC.) No 
grant award will be made by the NSF 
unless the slate has had an opportunity 
to review the proposal for a period of 60 
days. 

Questions relating to NSFs 
implementation of E.0.12372 should be 
directed to the NSF Intergovernmental 
Review Officer at (202) 357-7880. 

Grant Administration 

NSF grants are administered in accord 
with the terms and conditions of NSF 
Form Letter 200. Grant General 
Conditions, copies of which may be 
requested from the NSF Forms and 
Publications Unit. 

Because of the nature of some 
prccollege projects, proposers may wish 
to familiarize themselves with NSF 
policy in two particular areas: 

• Where educational materials are 
outcomes, the GSER should be consulted 
with respect to inventions, software, and 
copyrights. 

• W'here precollege students are to be 
involved, including the development of 
materials for their use, awards are 
subject to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. 

1809 (a) and (b) ("Myers Amendment" 
and "Doman Amendment"). These 
provisions of law require appropriate 
grantee coordination with parents, 
guardians and school district officials. 


Inquiries 

Questions not addressed in this 
publication may be directed to the NSF 
staff by writing to: Precollege Science 
and Mathematics Activities. Directorate 
for Science and Engineering Education. 
National Science Foundation. 
Washington. D.C. 2055a 
Dr. Laura P. Bautz, 

Acting Assistant Director for Science and 
Engineering Education, 

December 1,1963. 
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Clarification on SEE Programs Eligible 
for Review Under E.0,12372; and 
States Electing Review 

This notice sets forth those programs 
within the Foundation's Directorate for 
Science arid Engineering Education 
eligible for review under E.0.12372 
("Intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Programs") and those states electing 
review. 

On )une 24,1983. the Foundation 
published in the Federal Register (48 FR 
29366) two programs in the Foundations 
Office of Scientific and Engineering 
Personnel and Education (OSEPE) 
eligible for inclusion under E.0.12372: 
Materials Development for Precollege 
Science and Mathematics, and Honors 
Workshops for Precollege Teachers of 
Science and Mathematics. 

Since that publication, an internal 
management reorganization has 
occurred, resulting in the abolition of 
OSEPE and the establishment of a 
Directorate for Science and Engineering 
Education (SEE). Slight modifications 
also were made in the Fiscal Year 1984 
Precollege Science and Mathematics 
Program which necessitated the addition 
of new program activities. This 
announcement clarifies, consistent with 
NSFs final rule governing the 
applicability of E.0.12372 to Foundation 
programs (48 FR 29358). that all 
elements of the Fiscal Year 1984 
Precollege Science and Mathematics 
Education program are eligible for 
review by electing states except the 
following activities: Research in 
Teaching and Learning; Presidential 
Awards for Excellence in Science and 
Mathematics Teaching; and Studies and 
Analyses. 

The following list identifies those 
States which have notified the NSF. as 
of November 23, 1983. of their intent to 
review the Precollege Science and 
Mathematics Education Program. 
Proposals from these states must be 
submitted to the state's single point of 
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contact (SPOC) before submission to the 
NSF. 

Effective Date: This notice supersedes 
portions of the notice published June 24, 
1983 ("Programs Eligible for Inclusion 
Under E.O. 12372," 48 FR 29386) which 
pertain to Materials Development for 
Prccollege Teachers of Science and 
Mathematics and Honors Workshops for 
Preschool Teachers of Science and 
Mathematics. T his notice neither 
supersedes nor affects the eligibility of 
the Intergovernmental Sciepce and 
Technology Programs, also mentioned in 
the June 24,1983 notice, for inclusion 
under the E.0 12372 review. 

This notice is effective for all 
proposals submitted for the activities 
eligible for review under the NSF 
Precollege Science and Mathematics 
Education Program which have not been 
received by the NSF as of the date of 
this publication. 

For further information: Questions 
relating to NSFs implementation of E.O. 
12372 should be directed to the NSF 
Intergovernmental Review Officer at 
202/357-7880, 

Dated: December 1, 1983. 

Charlet H. Her*. 

General Counsel. 

Name/Address of SPOCs From States 
Fleeting To Review Eligible NSF 
Prccollege Science and Mathematics 
Education Program Activities as of 
November 23,1983 

Connecticut 

Cary E. King, Under Secretary, 
Comprehensive Planning Division, 

Office of Policy and Management. 80 
Washington Street, Hartford. CT 0G106- 
4459; |203) 566-4298. 

Delaware 

Mama C. Whittington, Director of the 
Budget Office, P.O. Box 1401. Dover. DE 
19903; 1302) 736-4101. 

Indiana 

Ms. Susan J. KennelL State Budget 
Agency. 212 State House. Indianapolis. 

IN 46204: (317) 232-5604. 

Kentucky 

Kentucky State Clearinghouse. 2nd 
Floor. Capital Plaza Tower, Frankfort, 

KY 40601; (502) 564-2382. 

Louisiana 

Louisiana State Planning Office. 

Office of the Governor, P.O. Box 44426, 
Baton Rouge. LA 70804; (504) 342-7410. 
Michigan 

Carol Hoffman. Director. Office of 
Business and Community Development. 
Michigan Department of Commerce. P.O. 
Box 30004, Lansing. Ml 448909; (517) 
378-8363. 

Nebraska 


Policy Research Office, P.O. Box 
94601, Room 1321, State Capitol. Lincoln, 
NE 68509: (402) 471-2414. 

Nevada 

Ms. Linda A. Ryan. Director. Office of 
Community Services, Capitol Complex, 
Carson City, NV 89710; (702) 885-4420. 
New Hampshire 

Mr. David G. Scott, Director. New 
Hampshire Office of State Planning. 2*A 
Beacon Street. Concord, NH 03301; (603) 
271-2155. 

New Jersey 

Mr. Barry Skokowski. Director, 
Division of Local Government Services, 
Department of Community Affairs. CN 
803. 363 West Street, Trenton, NJ 08625; 
(609) 292-6613. 

New Mexico 

Mr. Peter P. Pence. Director, New 
Mexico State Clearinghouse Bureau. 
Department of Finance and 
Administration. Management and 
Contracts Review Division, 424 State 
Capitol Building. Santa Fe. NM 87503; 
(505) 827-3885. 

New York 

Harold W. Juhre. Jr.. New York State 
Intergovernmental Review Process. 
Division of the Budget. State Capitol, 
Albany, NY 12224. 

Oklahoma 

Office of Federal Assistance 
Management, 4545 North Lincoln 
Boulevard. Oklahoma City. OK 73105; 
(405) 526-0200. 

South Carolina 

Danny L Cromer, Grant Services, 
Office of the Governor, 1205 Pendleton 
Street. Room 477; Columbia. SC 29201. 
Tennessee 

Tennessee State Planning Office. 1800 
James K. Polk Building. 505 Dcaderick 
Street. Nashville. TN 37219; (615) 741- 
1676. 

Vermont 

State Planning Office. Pavilion Office 
Building, 109 State Street, Montpelier. 

VT 05602; (802) 826-3326. 

Virginia 

Robert H. Kirby, Intergovernmental 
Review Officer. Department of Planning 
and Budget. Post Office Box 1422, 
Richmond. VA 23211; (804) 788-1921. 
Wisconsin 

Secretary Doris J. Hanson, Wisconsin 
Department of Administration. 101 
South Webster Street. GEF 2, Madison. 
Wi 53702; (608) 266-1212. 

Wyoming 

Wyoming State Clearinghouse. State 
Planning Coordinator's Office, 

Cheyenne, WY. 

Northern Mariana Islands 


Planning and Budget Office, Office of 
the Governor, Saipan. CM 96950. 

Doc FVl*d t J *Ht> ft45 am) 
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

l Docket Nos. 50-369 and 50-370) 

Duke Power Co.; Denial of 
Amendments to Facility Operating 
Licenses and Opportunity for Hearing 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
received a request dated August 1.1983, 
for amendments to Facility Operating 
License Nos. NPF-9 and NPF-17. issued 
to Duke Power Company (the licensee), 
for operation of the McGuire Nuclear 
Station, Units 1 and 2, located in 
Mecklenburg County. North Carolina. 
The letter was supplemented by letter 
dated September 7,1983. 

One of the requests contained in the 
letter of August 1,1983. would change 
Technical Specification 4.3.1.1JL& to 
permit certain diesel generator 
surveillance testing during each 
shutdown for refueling rather than 
during shutdown at least once each 
18 4- 25% (2214) months. 

The Commission has granted this 
request in part by extending the period 
on a one time basis to permit diesel 
generator surveillance testing on Unit 1. 
currently required to be performed by 
October 27,1983. to be delayed until the 
refueling outage scheduled for January 
1984 (48 FR 52645). However, the 
Commission has otherwise denied the 
request to modify the diesel generator 
surveillance testing frequency. The 
reasons for this denial are set forth in 
the Commission's Safety Evaluation 
Report dated October 26.1983. 

By January 6.1984, the licensee may 
file a request for a hearing with respect 
to denial of the amendments to the 
subject facility operating licenses and 
any person whose interest may be 
affected by this denial and who wishes 
to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to intervene. Requests for 
hearings and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission's "Rules of 
Practice fur Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings" in 10 CFR Part Z 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission. U S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention; 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
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Document Room. 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed the last ten 
(10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner promptly so 
inform the Commission by a toll-free 
telephone call to Western Union to (000) 
325-8000 (in Missouri (800) 342-8700). 
The Western Union operator should be 
given Datagram Identification Number 
3737 and the following message 
addressed to Elinor G. Adensam; 
petitioner's name and telephone 
number: date petition was mailed; plant 
name; and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 

A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Executive Legal Director, 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20555, and to Mr. 
Albert Carr, Duke Power Company, P.O. 
Box 33189. 422 South Church Street. 
Charlotte. North Carolina 28242. 
attorney for the licensee. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see: (1) The application for 
amendments dated August 1.1983, and 
supplemented September 7.1983. and (2) 
the Safety Evaluation dated October 26, 
1983, which accompanied Amendment 
No. 28 to Facility Operating License No. 
NPF-9 and Amendment No. 7 to Facility 
Operating License No. NPF-17, which 
are available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street. NW.. Washington. D.C.. 
and at the Atkins Library. University of 
North Carolina, Charlotte (UNCC 
Station), North Carolina 28242. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 1st day 
of December 1983. 

Fur the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Elinor C. Adensam. 

Chief, Licensing Branch No, 4. Division of 
Licensing. 

|KR Doc »- 12M0 Filed UHMU It45 am) 
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IASLBP Docket No. 81-453-OL; NRC 
Docket No. 50-462] 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., et at.. 
Hearing 

November 30. 1983 

Second Amended Notice of Hearing 

In the mutter of Kansas Gas A Electric Co. 
et aJ (Wolf Creek Generating Station. Unit 
No. 1); ASLBP Docket No. 81-453-03 OL (NRC 
Docket No. 50-482) 

/. Dates, Times, and Plans of Hearing 

In paragraph 2 of our Prehearing 
Conference Order of March 18, 1983. we 
outlined the dates of hearing with an 
indication that we would subsequently 
specify the precise location of the 
hearing. The (First) Amended Notice of 


Hearing of July 28,1983. specifying those 
dates and the locations of the hearings 
was in effect cancelled by our Order of 
August 5,1983. 

A. The hearing will commence at 10;00 
a.m. on Tuesday. January 17,1984 in 
Coffey County Courthouse, Basement 
Room. Sixth and Neosho Street, 
Burlington, Kansas 66839. l The hearing 
will continue at that location through 
Saturday. January 21.1984. As noted in 
Part 11 of this Second Amended Notice 
of Hearing, limited appearance 
statements may be presented orally to 
the Board beginning at 2:00 p.m. on 
Tuesday, January 17 and again at 9:30 
a.m. on Saturday, January 21,1984.* * 

B. Beginning on Monday. January 23. 
1984 at 9:00 a.m.. the hearing will resume 
at Emporia State University, Memorial 
Union Center. Messenger Room, 1200 
Commercial Street, Emporia, Kansas 
66801. The hearing will continue at that 
location through Thursday. January 2a 
1984. 

C. The hearing will resume on 
Tuesday, February 14,1984 at 9:30 a.m. 
in the Coffey County Courthouse, 
Basement Room, as specified above. 

D. Beginning on Wednesday. February 
15 through Thursday. February 16.1984. 
the hearing will be held beginning at 
9:00 a.m. each day at the Holiday Inn. 
Flint Hill Room. 2700 West 18th Street. 
Emporia. Kansas 66801. 

E. For the period February 17,1984 
through February 18,1984, and on 
Monday. February 20th. the hearing will 
be held beginning at 9:00 a.m, each day 
at the Emporia State University. 
Memorial Union Center, as specified 
above. 

F. On Tuesday, February 21,1984, 
beginning at 9:00 a.m., the hearing will 
be held in the Holiday Inn. Flint Hill 
Room, as specified above. 

C. On Wednesday. February 22. and 
on Thursday. February 23,1984. the 
hearing will be held beginning at 9:00 
a.m. each day at the Emporia State 
University, Memorial Union Center, as 
specified above. 

In all other respects, the Prehearing 
Conference Order of March 18,1983 is 
unchanged. 

II. Limited Appearance Statements 

Any person, other than a party, who 
wishes to make an oral limited 
appearance statement in this proceeding 
may request in writing permission to 
make such a statement pursuant to the 
provisions of 10 CFR 2.715 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice. Persons 


a Dully hf.tnn# wtuuni will r«•<;»'»* «t 600 p m 

*Th«f evidentiary Hearing* will proceed during 

any lull* tab the taking of limited appearance 
•la torrents 


desiring to make an oral limited 
appearance are requested to inform in 
writing the Secretary of the Commission, 
United States Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20555. A 
person permitted to make an oral limited 
appearance statement may state his or 
her position on the record but does not 
have the right to participate in the 
evidentiary hearings. A limited 
appearance statement is not presented 
under oath and is not evidence—it 
serves to alert the Board and the parties 
to areas in which evidence need be 
adduced. 

Written limited appearance 
statements, without limitation on length, 
may be submitted to the Board at any 
time prior to closing the record of the 
proceeding. Oral statements will be 
limited to ten (10) minutes each. Oral 
limited appearance statements may be 
made at the Coffey County Courthouse, 
Basement Room, Sixth and Neosho 
Streets, Burlington. Kansas 66839 
between 2:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. on 
Tuesday, January 17.1984 and at the 
same location between 9.30 a.m. and 
6:00 p.m. on January 24. 1984. Both oral 
and written statements will be made a 
part of the official record of this 
proceeding. 

III. Public Attendance 

The public is invited to attend these 
hearings. 

Dated at Bothcsda. Maryland, this 30th of 
November 1983. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Sheldon J. Wolfe. 

Chairman , Administrative fudge, 

|KR Dot O-ttttl Filed 12-5-Si. •«* «n| 
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I ASLBP Docket No. 61-453-03 OL; NRC 
Docket No. 50-4621 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., et at.; 
Hearing Amendment 

December 1, 1983. 

Order 

/Changing a Hearing Location in Second 
Amended Notice of Hearing) 

In the matter of Kansas Gas A Electric Co.. 
et al. | Wolf Creek Generating Station. Unit 
No. 1); ASLBP Docket No. 81-453-03-OL 
lNRC Docket No. 50-482). 

Paragraph C. of Part 1 of the Board’s 
Second Amended Notice of Hearing, 
dated November 30,1983. should be 
changed to read as follows: 

C. The hearing will resume on 
Tuesday. February 14. 1984 at 9:30 a m. 
at the Emporia State University. 
Memorial Union Center. Messenger 
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Room. 1200 Commercial Street. Emporia. 
Kansas 66801. 

Dated at Bethesds, Maryland, this 1st of 
December 1983. 

For the Atomic Safety arul Licensing Board 
Sheldon J. Wolfe. 

Chairman , Administrative Judge. 

|I"R Due «K12582 Flint 12-4MU; A 45 *m| 
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PACIFIC NORTHWEST ELECTRIC 
POWER AND CONSERVATION 
PLANNING COUNCIL 

Fish Propagation Panel; Meeting 

Correction 

A notice of meeting of the Fish 
Pinpagation Panel of the Pacific 
Northwest Electric Power and 
Conservation Planning Council was 
published on December S, 1983, at 48 FR 
54567. The notice was inadvertently 
placed in the section of the issue 
reserved for Sunshine Act meeting; it 
should have been placed in the regular 
Notices section of the issue. The notice 
has been assigned FR Document No. 83- 
32770. 

BILLING COOC 1*05-41-41 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

I Release No. 23145; 70-69351 

The Rocky River Realty Company; 
Proposed Sale of Long-Term Notes 
Selden Street, Berlin, Connecticut, 
06037, 

December 1.1983. 

The Rocky River Realty Company 
(“Rocky River’*), a wholly owned 
subsidiary of Northeast Utilities 
(“Northeast”), a registered holding 
company, has Filed with this 
Commission an application-declaration 
under Sections 6 and 7 of the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act ) and Rule 50(a)(5) thereunder. 

Rocky River proposes to negotiate a 
sule of long-term, secured notes to an 
institutional investor, in an amount up to 
$1 million, in order to repay funds 
borrowed from Northeast under open 
account advances and to provide 
working capital. The funds have been 
borrowed from Northeast in part to 
retire and refinance debt originally 
incurred in connection with the 
purchase of a building in New Milford. 
Connecticut, currently leased to The 
Connecticut Light 8 Power Company 
(“CLAP”), a subsidiary of Northeast. 

The notes are expected to mature in 
not more than 30 years and will be 


secured by a second mortgage on the 
building and a limited assignment of 
rentals from the lease to CLAP. The 
interest rate on the notes is expected to 
be 13% for the first five years and will 
be reset at the end of each five-year 
period. The rate will be 150 basis points 
over the five year constant maturity rate 
as published in the Federal Reserve 
Statistical Release Ml5 (519). Rocky 
River will make payments in equal 
periodic installments of principal and 
interest. 

Rocky River has requested an 
exception from the cor petitive bidding 
requirements of Rule 50 citing the 
following reasons: 1) Refinancing of a 
real estate mortgage requires terms that 
are not common for securities issued at 
competitive bidding; 2) Rocky River’s 
credit is not well known in the 
investment community; and 3) the size 
of the proposed loan is small relative to 
other transactions for member 
companies of the Northeast System. 

The application-declaration and any 
amendments thereto are available for 
public inspection through the 
Commission's Office of Public 
Reference. Interested persons wishing to 
comment or request a hearing should 
submit their views in writing by 
December 27.1983, to the Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20549, and serve a 
copy on the applicant-declarant at the 
address specified above. Proof of 
service (by affidavit or. in the case of an 
attorney at law. by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. Any request for a 
hearing shall identify specifically the 
issues of fact or law that are disputed. A 
person who so requests will be notified 
of any hearing and will receive a copy of 
any notice or order issued. After said 
date, the application-declaration, as 
then amended, may be granted and 
permitted to become effective. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

IIS Doc Fifed 12 4MO. IM5*m| 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
(Public Notice 866] 

State Department Performance 
Review Board Members 

In accordance with Section 4314 (c) (1) 
through (5) of the Civil Service Reform 
Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95-454). the 
Executive Resources Board of the 
Department of State has appointed the 


following additional persons to the State 
Department Performance Review Board 
Register and in so doing amends 
accordingly Department of State Public 
Notice No. 703 (45 FR 6877-6878, January 
30.1980) effective December 2,1983: 

1. David A. Colson. Legal Adviser. 
Officer of the Legal Adviser. 

2. Mary Beth West, Legal Adviser 
Office of the Legal Adviser. 

3. Ronald Stowe, Vice President 
Satellite Business Systems. 

Dated: November 29.1983. 

Andrew L Slrigmon, 

A cling Director General of the Foreign 
Sen'tce and Director of Personnel 

|FK Doc O-X3D0C Fifed ft IS %m\ 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary 

Reports, Forms, and Recordkeeping 
Requirements; Submittals To OMB 
November 5-November 22,1983 

agency: Department of Transportation 
(DOT), Office of the Secretary, 
action: Notice. 

summary: This notice lists those forms, 
reports, and recordkeeping 
requirements, transmitted by the 
Department of Transportation, during 
the period Nov. 5-N'ov. 22.1983, to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for its approval. This notice is 
published in accordance with the 
requirements of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 
35). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John Windsor, John Chandler, or 
Annette Wilson, Information 
Requirements Division. M-34. Office of 
the Secretary of Transportation. 400 7th 
Street, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20590: 
(202) 426-1887 or Cary Waxman or 
Wayne Leiss. Office of Management and 
Budget, New Executive Office Building. 
Room 3001. Washington, D.C. 20503: 

(202) 395-7313. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

Section 3507 of Title 44 of the United 
States Cude. as adopted by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
requires that agencies prepare a notice 
for publication in the Federal Register, 
listing those information collection 
requests submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
approval under that Act. OMB reviews 
and approves agency submittals in 
accordance with criteria set forth in that 
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Act. In carrying out its responsibilities. 
OMB also considers public comments on 
the proposed forms, reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

As needed, the Department of 
Transportation will publish in the 
Federal Register a list of those forms, 
reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements that it has submitted to 
OMB for review and approval under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. The list will 
include new items imposing paperwork 
burdens on the public as well as 
revisions, renewals and reinstatements 
of already existing requirements. OMB 
approval of an information collection 
requirement must be renewed at least 
once every three years. The published 
list also will include the following 
information for each item submitted to 
OMB: 

(1) A DOT control number. 

(2) An OMB approval number if the 
submittal involves the renewal, 
reinstatement or revision of a previously 
approved item. 

(3) The name of the DOT Operating 
Administration or Secretarial Office 
involved. 

(4) The title of the information 
collection request. 

(5) The form numbers used, if any. 

(6) The frequency of required 
responses. 

(7) The persons required to respond. 

(8) A brief statement of the need for. 
uses to be made of, the information 
collection. 

Information Availability and Comments 

Copies of the DOT information 
collection requests submitted to OMB 
may be obtained from the DOT officials 
listed in the "For Further Information 
Contact” paragraph set forth above. 

Comments on the requests should be 
forwarded. a9 quickly as possible, 
directly to the OMB officials listed in the 
“For Further Information Contact” 
paragraph set forth above. If you 
anticipate submitting substantive 
comments, but find that more than 5 
days from the date of publication is 
needed to prepare them, please notify 
the OMB officials of your intent 
immediately. 

Items Submitted for Review by OMB 

The following information collection 
requests were submitted to OMB from 
Nov. 5-Nov. 22.1983: 

DOT No. 2284 

OMB No. 2115-0115 

By: U.S. Coast Guard 

Title: Plan Approval and Records for 

Electrical Engineering Systems—48 

CFR. Subchapter J 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occasion 


Respondents: Shipyards and Naval 
Architects 

Need/Use: This information is required 
by the Coa9t Guard in order to 
determine if the vessel's electrical 
construction, arrangement, systems, 
and equipment meet the applicable 
regulations. By review of the plans 
prior to construction, a vessel owner 
or builder can be assured that the 
vessel, if built in accordance with the 
plans, will meet the regulatory 
standards. 

DOT No: 2285 
OMB No: None 

By: Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Title: Approval of Powered Conveyors 
(used to handle explosives) 

Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Manufacturers of 
conveyors and of vessels, teminal 
operators, and long-shoring firms 
Need/Use: To ascertain that design, 
constuction. and specifications of 
powered conveyors are such that they 
are safe for use in loading explosives. 

DOT No: 2266 
OMB No: None 

By: Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Title: Approval of Deviations from 
Hazardous Materials Stowage 
Regulations (on ships) 

Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occassion 
Respondents: Shippers and marine 
carriers of hazardous materials 
Need/Use: To ascertain that 
alternatives for the stowage of 
hazardous materials provide a level of 
safety equivalent to those specified by 
the regulations. 

DOT No: 2287 
OMB No: New 

By: Federal Aviation Administration 
Title: SFAR-36 Development of Major 
Repair Data 
Forms: N/A 
Frequency: As required 
Respondents: Repair stations, air 
carriers, air taxis, and commerical 
operators 

Need/Use: SFAR-36 relieves qualifying 
applicants of the burden of obtaining 
FAA approval of data developed by 
them for major repairs on a case-by¬ 
case basis. 

DOT No: 2288 
OMB No: New 

By: National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

Title: 49 CFR Part 569. Regroovable 
Tires (Label) 

Forms: None 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Small businesses 


Need/Use: This regulation requires tire 
manufacturers to label each tire 
designed for regrooving with the word 
"regroovable." 

DOT No: 2274 

OMB No: 2115-0104/2115-0111 
(Combined] 

By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Course Approvals for Merchant 
Marine Training Schools 
Forms: None 
Frequency*. Every 5 years 
Respondents: Training schools for 
Merchant Mariners 

Need/Use: This information is needed to 
ensure that certain training schools 
apply to the Coast Guard for approval 
of the curricula and faculty. This 
requirement is to ensure a minimum 
level of training in lieu of an 
examination or sea experience. The 
information collections for "Course 
Approvals. Radar Observers Schools" 
and "Course Approval for Merchant 
Marine Training Schools" are 
consolidated into this one 
requirement. 

DOT No: 2275 
OMB No: 2115- 0094 
By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Safety Approval of Cargo 
Containers 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: Every 2V4 years 
Respondents: Container owners, 
operators, manufacturers, and 
delegated approval authorities 
Necd/Use: This information collection 
contans recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements. The reporting 
documentation provides a mechanism 
for container owners to obtain 
approval for their containers as 
prescribed by the "International 
Convention for Safe Containers." 
Without this approval, containers 
cannot be used in international 
transports. The recordkeeping 
requirements are used to ensure that 
adequate documentation is available 
to varify that an individual container 
or an entire design type ha9 been 
designed and tested in accordance 
with the technical requirements of the 
International Convention for Safe 
Containers. 

DOT No. 2278 
OMB No: 2115-0113 
By: U S. Coast Guard 
Title: New Self-Propelled Liquified Gas 
Vessels 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Foreign flag liquified gas 
carriers 

Need/Use: This information collection 
contains both recordkeeping and 
reporting requirements. The reporting 
documentation provides a mechanism 
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for vessel owners or operators to 
obtain approval to carry liquified 
gases in the United States. The 
documentation is used by Coast 
Cuard: (1) As a means to indicate 
compliance with the standards in 46 
CFR Part 154, (2) as a vehicle for 
transmitting specific information on 
special designs not covered by 
regulations, and (3) to obtain 
information necessary to schedule a 
Letter of Compliance exmination. The 
recordkeeping requirements arc 
necessary to ensure that vessel 
personnel are alerted to those safety 
issues regulated and controlled by 
operational standards rather than by 
design standards. The records are also 
examined by Coast Cuard inspectors 
to ensure their adequacy. Without this 
collection the Coast Guard would 
hove no way to determine if a vessel 
meets U.S. safety regulations for the 
carriage of liquified gases. 

DOT No: 2277 
OMB No: 2115-0508 
By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Letter Documenting Qualifications 
of Tankerman Applicants 
Forms: None 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Applicants for tankerman 
endorsement and vessel owners/ 
operators who write the letter 
Need/Use: The letter is used by the 
Coast Guard, along with the 
tankerman examination, to assure 
that applicants for tankerman 
endorsement possess a minimum level 
of qualification. 

DOT No: 2278 
OMB No: 2115-0067 
By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Coast Guard Intelligence Agency 
Check Request 
Forms: CG-2765 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Alien U.S. Merchant 
Mariners 

Need/Use: This information collection is 
needed in order to support federal 
agency background investigations of 
alien merchant marine applicants. The 
information is used by the Coast 
Guard's Office of Intelligence and 
Security to forward to various 
agencies (FBI, State Department. 

IANS. OPM. DCII. and the CIA) to 
verify and ascertain the background 
of alien applicants. 

DOT No: 2279 
OMB No: 2137-0036 
By: Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Title: Portable Tank Inspection and Test 
Record Requirements 
Forms: None 

Frequency: Retest to retest 


Respondents: Owners of portable tanks 
Need/Use: To ensure that portable 
tanks used in shipping hazardous 
materials remain in such physical 
condition that they may be safely 
used in their required service.. 

DOT No: 2280 

OMB No: 2130-0002; 2130-0003: 2130- 
0011; 2130-0012; 2130-0013; 2130-0015; 
2130-0500; 2130-0507 (Combined 8 into 
one) 

By: Federal Railroad Administration 
Title: Accident/Incident Reporting and 
Recordkeeping 

Forms: FRA-F-6180.45; FRA-F-6180.54: 
FRA-6180.55; FRA-F-6180.55A: FRA- 
F-6180.50; FRA-F-6180.57 
Frequency: On occasion; Monthly; 
Annually 

Respondents: Railroads 
Need/Use: FRA uses the information to 
identify hazardous conditions on the 
railroads and to assure compliance 
with the Railroad Safety Act. 

DOT No: 2281 
OMB No: None 

By: National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

Title: 49 CFR Warning Devices (Label) 
for Approaching Traffic 
Forms: None 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Small businesses 
Need/Use: This standard requires 
certain information to be permanently 
labeled on warning devices which do 
not contain an energy source, e.g., 
reflective type, but that warn 
approaching traffic of the presence of 
a stopped vehicle. Such devices are 
separate, i.e.. are not a part of any 
vehicle. 

DOT No: 2283 
OMB No: New 

By: Federal Highway Administration 
Title: Develop and Submit Utility 
Accommodation Policies (States) 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: 3 to 5 states per year, as 
needed 

Respondents: State highway agencies 
Need/Use: To fulfill statutory 
requirements of Federal Government 
by requiring State Highway agencies 
to submit to FHWA for approval a 
utility accommodation policy in the 
use of highway rights-of-way on 
federal-aid highway projects for 
review and approval. 

DOT No: 2284 
OMB No: New 

By: National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

Title: 49 CFR 571.217. Bus Window 
Retention and Release (Label) 

Forms: None 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Bus manufacturers 


Need/Use: This standaard requires 
emergency exit identifications to be 
marked in all buses, along with 
concise operating instructions 
explaining how to unlatch and open 
the exit. 

DOT No: 2285 
OMB No: 2115-0038 
By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Application for Class I Private 
(ownership of) Aids to Navigation on 
Artificial Islands or Fixed Structures 
Forms: CG-4143 
Frequency: On occasion 
Respondents: Mostly for petroleum and 
gas drilling rigs offshore but could be 
used by any individual or company. 
Need/Use: This information collection is 
needed for safe marine navigation. 

The Coast Guard reviews the 
application and ensures that the 
privately owned aid is adequately 
marked for navigational purposes. If 
the request is approved, the location 
and characteristics of the private 
navigational aid are provided to the 
public via radio broadcasts and 
nautical publications. If this 
information were not required, 
mariners would not be aware of new 
private navigational aids and the aids 
would become hazardous to all 
navigation. 

DOT No: 2286 
OMB No: 2115-0108 
By: U.S. Coast Guard 
Title: Plan Approvals and Records for 
Access Openings (Watertight Doors) 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occasion 
Need/Use: This information collection is 
needed by the Coast Guard inspection 
personnel in order to determine if the 
access openings meet the standards 
mandated by the International 
Convention for the Safety of Life at 
Sea. The plans are used by technical 
reviewers at Coast Guard 
Headquarters technical office to 
determine compliance with the 
standards for access openings. 

DOT No: 2287 
OMB No: 2137-0041 
By: Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Title: New Explosives approval and 
Notification 
Forms: N/A 

Frequency: One time prior to first 
shipment 

Respondents: Manufacturers of 
explosives 

Need/use: To assure that explosives and 
explosive devices are properly 
packaged and classed so that a level 
of safety will be maintained. 
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protecting the general public and 
property while it is being transported. 

DOT No: 2288 

By: Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration 

Title: F.nvironmental Assessments 

Forms: N/A 

Frequency: On occasion 

Respondents: State and Local 
Governments 

Need/Use Environmental Assessments 
are prepared for Urban Mass 
Transportation projects to evaluate 
the significance of the proposed 
project on the environment. The 
requirement originated from the 
Council of Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) regulations and the National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on November 

28 . 1983 . 

Jon H. Seymour, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for 

Administration. 

|TO l)oc. Filed *45 «m| 

BILLING COO€ 4910-42-M 


Federal Aviation Administration 

Tuscaloosa Municipal Airport; 
Acceptance of Noise Exposure Map 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 
action; Notice. 

summary: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
acceptance of noise exposure maps 
submitted by Tuscaloosa Municipal 
Airport (TCL) under the provisions of 
Title 1 of the Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act of 1979 (Pub. L 96-193) 
and 14 CFR Part 150. 
date: The effective date of the FAA’s 
acceptance of the TCL noise exposure 
maps is September 19,1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Elton Jay. Civil Engineer, Jackson. 
Mississippi. Airports District Office. P.O. 
Box 6111, Pearl Branch, Jackson. 
Mississippi 39208: (001) 960-4628. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
accepted the noise exposure maps for 
Tuscaloosa Municipal Airport effective 
September 19.1983. 

Under Section 103 of Title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (hereinafter referred to as 
"the Act”), an airport operator may 
submit to the FAA a noise exposure map 
which meets applicable regulations and 
which depicts noncompatible land uses 
as of the date of submission of such 
map, a description of projected aircraft 
operations, and the ways in which such 


operations will affect such map. The Act 
requires such maps to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties in the local community, 
government agencies and persons using 
the airport. 

An airport operator who has 
submitted a noise exposure map that is 
accepted by FAA as meeting Federal 
Aviation Regulation Part 150. 
promulgated pursuant to Title I of the 
Act. may submit a noise compatibility 
program for FAA approval which sets 
forth the measures the operator has 
taken or proposes for the reduction of 
existing noncompatible uses and for the 
prevention of the introduction of 
additional noncompatible uses. 

Tuscaloosa Municipal Airport 
submitted to the FAA on December 20. 
1982. noise exposure maps, descriptions 
and other documentation which were 
produced during an airport noise control 
and land use compatibility (ANCLUC) 
study conducted at TCL from September 

1980 to January 1983. It was requested 
that the FAA accept this material as a 
noise exposure map as described in 
Section 103(a)(1) of the Act. 

The FAA has completed its review of 
the noise exposure maps and related 
descriptions submitted by Tuscaloosa 
Municipal Airport. The specific maps 
under consideration are depicted in the 
Ldn contour maps entitled 'Tuscaloosa 
Existing I.and Use,” dated November 

1981 and "Proposed Land Use, Future 
1990 Noise Contours.” dated November 

1982 contained in the Final report. 
”Airport Noise Control and Land Use 
Compatibility.” 

The FAA has accepted these 
materials as the noise exposure maps 
for Tuscaloosa Municipal Airport, 
effective on September 19. 1983. 

FAA's acceptance of an airport 
operator's noise exposure map is limited 
to the determination that the map was 
developed in accordance with the 
procedures contained in Appendix A of 
FAR Part 150. Such acceptance does not 
constitute approval of the applicant's 
data, information or phns, or a 
commitment to approve a noise 
compatibility program or fund the 
implementation of that program. 

If questions arise concerning the 
precise relationship of specific 
properties to noise exposure contours 
depicted on a noise exposure map 
submitted under Section 103 of the Act, 
it should be noted that the FAA is not 
involved in any way in determining the 
relative locations of specific properties 
w ith regard to the depicted noise 
contours, or in interpreting the noise 
exposure map to resolve questions 
concerning, for example, which 
properties should be covered by the 


provisions of Section 107 of the Act. 
These functions are inseparable from 
the ultimate land use control and 
planning responsibilities of local 
government. These local responsibilities 
are not changed in any way under Part 
150 or through FAA’s acceptance of 
noise exposure maps. Therefore, the 
responsibility for the detailed overlaying 
of noise exposure contours onto the map 
depicting properties on the surface rests 
exclusively with the airport operator 
which submitted those maps, or with 
those public agencies and planning 
agencies with which consultation is 
required under Section 103 of the Act. 
The FAA has relied on the certification 
by the airport operator, under Section 
150.21 of FAR Part 150, that the 
statutorily required consultation has 
been accomplished. 

Copies of the accepted noise exposure 
maps and the FAA's evaluation of the 
maps are available for examination at 
the following location: 

Federal Aviation Administration, 
National Headquarters. 800 
Independence Avenue, SW. Room 615, 
Washington. D.C. 

Federal Aviation Administration. 
Southern Regional Office, 3400 
Norman Berry Drive, Room 673. East 
Point. Georgia 30344 
Federal Aviation Administration. 
Jackson Airports District Office, FAA 
Building, Jackson Municipal Airport. 
Jackson. Mississippi 
City Engineer, City of Tuscaloosa. 520 
22nd Avenue, Tuscaloosa, Alabama 
Questions may be directed to the 
individual named above under the 
heading, 

"For Further Infornmtion Contact." 

Issued in Atlanta. Georgia, on September 
20 . 1983 . 

George R. La Co i lie. 

Deputy Director, Southern Region. 

(TO Doc Bl ium Fital I2-4MLV ft45 «m| 

billing cooc 4*io-i>-n 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of the Secretary 

Public Information Collection 
Requirements Submitted to OMB for 
Review 

Dated: November 30.1983. 

On November 30.1963 the Department 
of the Treasury submitted the following 
public information collection 
requirement(s) to OMB (listed by 
submitting bureaus), for review and 
clearance under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L 96-511. 
Copies of these submissions may be 
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obtained from the Treasury Department 
Clearance Officer, by calling (202) 535- 
6020. Comments regarding these 
information collections should be 
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed at 
the end of each bureau's listing and to 
the Treasury Department Clearance 
Officer, Room 7227.1201 Constitution 
Avenue. NW„ Washington. D.C. 20220. 

Internal Revenue Service 

OMB No.: 1512-0277 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/30 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: DSP—Daily Records of Bottling 
Operations 
OMB No.: 1512-0375 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5520/1 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Volatile FruiLFluvor Concentrate 
Manufacturers 
OMB No.: 1512-0379 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/2 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Manufacturers of Nonbeverage 
Products—Records Required to 
Support Claims for Drawback 
OMB No.: 1512-0373 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5400/3 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Licensed Explosives Importers, 
Dealers and Permittees; Records and 
Supporting Data of Importation. 
Receipt, Storage, and Disposition 
OMB No.: 1512-0369 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5300/1 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Licensed Firearms Manufacturers 
Records of Production. Disposition 
and Supporting Data 
OMB No.: 1512-0257 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/10 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: DSP Processing Record— 
Production of Gin or Vodka by Other 
Than Original or Continuous 
Distillation 
OMB No.: 1512-0067 
Form No.: ATF F 1473 (5110.16) 

Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Shipment and Receipt—Specially 
Denatured. Tax-Free or Recovered 
Spirits 

OMB No.: 1512-0286 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/39 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Alcohol Fuel Plants—Record of 
Gauges 

OMB No.: 1512-0368 


Form No.: ATF Rec 5230/1 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco Products Importers— 
Record of Large Cigar Wholesale 
Prices 

OMB No.: 1512-0391 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5210/10 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco—Record of Disposition 
of More Than 60,000 Cigarettes in a 
Single Transaction 
OMB No.: 1512-0365 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5210/8 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco Products Manufacturer— 
Record of Large Cigar Wholesale 
Prices 

OMB No.: 1512-0345 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5150/12 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Manufacturers Recovering Tax 
Paid Alcohol 
OMB No.: 1512-0250 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/3 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: DSP—Withdrawals for Testing. 
Research. Etc. Free of Or/Without 
Payment of Tax 
OMB No.: 1512-0288 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/41 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Alcohol Fuel Plants—Records of 
Production, Receipt. Amounts on 
Hand. Additions, Manufacture and 
Disposition 
OMB No.: 1512-0341 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5150/8 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Manufacturers and Vendors of 
Stills—Required Records 
OMB No.: 1512-0358 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5210/1 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco Products Manufacturers 
Record of Operations 
OMB No.: 1512-0363 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5210/6 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco Products 
Manufacturers—Supporting Records 
for Removals for the Use of the U.S. 
OMB No.: 1512-0362 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5210/5 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Tobacco Products 
Manufacturers—Importations from 
Puerto Rico 
OMB No.: 1512-0384 


Form No.: AIT Rec 5620/2 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Airlines Withdrawing Stock from 
Customs Custody 
OMB No.: 1512-0336 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5150/2 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Letterhead Applications and 
Notices Relating to Denatured Spirits 
OMB No.: 1512-0337 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5150/1 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Usual and Customary Business 
Records Relating to Denatured Spirits 
OMB No.: 1512-0253 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5110/6 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: DSP—Record of Finished Products 
OMB No.: 1512-0344 
Form No.: ATF Rec 5150/11 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Scientific Institution and 
Colleges—Applications. Notices, and 
Records Regarding Distilled Spirits 
OMB No.: 1545-0024 
Form No.: IRS 843 

Type of Review: Regular Submission 
Title: Claim 
OMB No.: 1545- 
Fonn No.: IRS 5074 
Type of Review: New Submission 
Title: Allocation of Individual Income 
Tax to Guam or Northern Marianu 
Islands 

OMB No.: 1545-0655 
Form No.: TIR 82-21 
Type of Review: Regular Submission 
Title: A Survey Approach to Estimate 
the Tipping Practices of Consumers 

Bureau of the Public Debt 

OMB No.: 1535-0055 
Form No.: PD 1050 
Type of Review: Existing Regulation 
Title: Creditor's Consent to Disposition 
of U.S. Securities and Relating Checks 
Without Administration of Deceased 
Owner's Estate 

OMB Reviewer Norman Frumkin (202) 
395-6880 Office of Management and 
Budget Room 3208, New Executive 
Office Building Washington. D.C. 
20503 

Cathy Thomav 

Departmental Reports. Management Office. 

pH Doc u-jyjs Film) 12-4MU » <n) 
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Energy 
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by Jurisdictional Agencies 



























54930 


Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 236 / Wednesday, December 7. 1983 / Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

(Volume No. 1011] 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

l$ftued: December 2, 1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
. indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a **0” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 


The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 
under 18 CFR 275.206. at the 
Commission’s Division of Public 
Information. Room 1000. 825 North 
Capitol St., Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may. in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NT1S). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) 487-4808, 5285 
Port Royal Rd. Springfield, Va 22161. 


Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 

Section 102-1; New OCS lease 
102-2; Now well (25 Mile rule) 

102-3; New well (1000 Ft rule) 

102-1: New unshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107-DP 15.000 feet or deeper 
107-GB: Geopressurod brine 
107-CS: Coal Seams 
107-DV: Devonian Shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 

108- SA: Seasonally affected 
108-KR: Enhanced recovery 
108-PB: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


notice OF DETERMINATIONS 

1 SSI ED DECEMBER 2, 1983 

JO no JA WT API NO 0 Stem SIC (I) WCll HAKE 


Kentucky department of mines i minerals 

-CITIES SERVICE COMPANY RECEIVED’ 

8*0331* 306*12 1619325077 108 

-COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORN RECEIVED 


8*0*256 

503896 

1607106000 

lea 

8*0*235 

305895 

1667100000 

178 

8*05269 

505909 

161930C600 

178 

8*05295 

305935 

1619506000 

168 

8*0530* 

3039** 

1619500000 

166 

8*05223 

505863 

1619500600 

198 

8*5526* 

50590* 

1619307000 

108 

8*05279 

505919 

1419500000 

108 

8*05270 

505910 

1619500000 

108 

8*05305 

3039*3 

1612700060 

108 

8*05229 

505869 

1607100000 

108 

8*05230 

305870 

1607100000 

178 

8*0523* 

36587* 

1607160000 

168 

8*05232 

SHI72 

1607100006 

168 

8*05233 

505873 

1607160076 

108 

8*05259 

503899 

1607160006 

108 

8*05288 

505928 

1611970009 

168 

8*05289 

505929 

1611970009 

168 

8*03227 

503867 

1607196000 

168 

8*05228 

303868 

1667160000 

168 

8*0528* 

30592* 

1611906900 

tea 

8*05231 

505871 

1667106600 

108 

8*05235 

505875 

uonoeooo 

178 

8*05308 

5059*8 

1607100600 

178 

8*03312 

305952 

1667100666 

108 

8*05236 

303876 

1407160696 

108 

8*05313 

305933 

1607100600 

178 

8*05238 

505898 

1615900066 

108 

8*05257 

505897 

1415900006 

108 

8*05298 

505938 

1415960906 

108 

8*05300 

3059*0 

1619500090 

i on 

8*03256 

303926 

1419500000 

108 

8*05301 

5039*1 

1619560066 

178 

8*052*5 

303883 

1419*60066 

108 

8*05260 

305900 

1619500006 

108 

_ 8*05275 

505913 

1(15990006 

tta 

8*0522* 

50386* 

1415900000 

168 

8*0529* 

50393* 

1619306006 

168 

8*03302 

3039*2 

1619590009 

168 

8*05271 

505911 

1619506000 

168 

8*05267 

505907 

1619500000 

178 

8*03287 

503927 

1619300006 

168 

8*05309 

3059*9 

1619306600 

168 


10/31/85 JA RV 

HATCHER 1*15 
10/51/83 JAJ 8Y 

ANDY AREAS 865055 
ANDY AKERS 805036 
ANDY REYNOLDS ITAl 880200 
ANDY RETNOLDS 8C0502 
BtftllIND CORP R218 80050? 

ITRUIN0 CORP 6222 000618 
BCRUIND C0KP *22* 800*0* 

CARL 0 DOTSON 80002* 

ELI 5MITM HEIRS EUL 800380 

el 12 Pico cm 800600 

EIKM0RN COAL CORP 50 8051S0 
ELKMORN COAL CORP *6 80*158 
ElKMCRN COAL core CO 80563* 
ELKM0PN COAL CCPP 80383/ 
ft RM0RM COAL C0PP 8038*5 
ItKMCRN COAL CORP 8C*000 
EtKMORN COAL COPP 8051 28 
ELKMORN COAL CORP 803120 
ELKMORN COAL CORP 8031*0 
EIRHORM COAI CORP 8C*1*1 
flKHOR* COAL CCRP 803150 
CIKHORK COAL CORP 805*38 
ClAMORM COAL CORP 805635 
ELKHORN COAL CORP 805690 
ClKWORN COAL CORP 8* 803*80 
EUUrCRN COAL CORP 95 865710 
flKMCRN C0A< r OCR ** R957M 
CEO GAS OIL • COAL CO 80*1*3 
FLO GAS OIL I COAL 80S3C8 
FEDERAL CAS Oil I COAL CO ?l»95** 
FEOERAl GAS OIL *105 80930* 

G C ROXE 8042*8 

G C RCWE 809526 

GrO W AMPS 805082 

GCOROC PINSON JR 80*989 

GOFF HEIRS fTAl 8CS935 

MEZfRIAH N.TDIN E T At 808780 

J BLANKENSHIP EIAL 809033 

J C CLINE 809723 

J S CLINE EIAt 899*82 

J S C11N! 8:njo 

JAMES IHORPOERRY §09*2* 

JOHN F PHILLIPS it*53>6 


volume ion 


FtflD NAME 


PROD PURCHASER 


CANADA 




13 6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

8 


13 0 

COlUMBIA 

GIS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

8 


!*.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

C 


13 6 

cci L*’MA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENttiCKY 

AREA 

C 


12.8 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 


8.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 


5.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARFA 

c 


3.0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

Al l A 

c 


12 0 

COl UMBJ A 

CAS 

IRAN 

• 1' 

AHA 

C 


2.0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

A 


SO 

eoiuMeiA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

FltlP AREA 

6 

23.6 

COLUMBIA 

CMS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

rittO AREA 

6 

26.6 

coi inis I a 

CAS 

Tt/N 

KENTUCKY 

FICID 8 


110 

C0IIP18IA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

FIELD AREA 

6 

26.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

FtCLD AREA 

6 

15.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

A-fA 

6 


16.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

8 


8.6 

COLUMBIA 

0*5 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

6 


8 6 

COLUMBIA 

CA> 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

FIELD AREA 

8 

27,6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

IVAN 

KENTUCKY 

flELO AREA 

6 

2.0 

cotUMBIA 

CAB 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

area 

» 


21.6 

COtUtfS1A 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

6 


27.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

IRAN 

• ■ 

ARf A 

6 


** 6 

COLUMBIA 

OA5 

IRAN 

KINTUCKY 

AREA 

6 


3.6 

CUlUJfBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

» 


17.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

6 


29 0 

COLUHOIA 

GA3 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

6 


* . 0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

IRAN 

K»Nf M**Af 

ARf A 

C 


6.0 

COLUMBIA 

OAS 

IRAN 

KENtUCKY 

AREA 

It 


6.0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TWIN 

KENTUCKY 

ARf A 

c 


8.0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRW 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 


* 6 

COLUMBIA 


TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

C 


3.6 

COLUMBIA 

G*S 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

C 


0.0 

COLUMBIA 

OAS 

TR * N 

• 

AREA 

c 


16 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARf A 

C 


19.6 

CtHlimiA 

048 

TRAN 

KfNTUCKY 

AKEA 

c 


5.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRW 

KEHTw.Kt 

AREA 

C 


23.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KtNTUCKY 

AREA 

C 


4 0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KINTUCKY 

AFEA 

C 


2.8 

COLUMBIA 

CIS 

TRAN 

KfHiriCKt 

ASIA 

c 


9.6 

COlDM3IA 

CAS 

TRAN 

Lui'iiCCY 

ASIA 

c 


8.8 

CCtUMSIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARf ■ 

c 


6.6 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 


3 6 

COLOMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 


OlLUNO COOf 6717-01-11 
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JO NO 

JA DR? 


API NO 0 

SOCtn SECT2) WUl HAKE 

PI CIO H.TMC 






••6••• 




8405241 

535*01 


1619300009 

too 

JOHN H HARPER 804980 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

C 

8405282 

503972 


1619300000 

108 

KENUAND C 4 C 6174 069254 

RFNIUCKY 

ARIA 

c 

8405283 

503923 


1619500009 

108 

KCNUAMQ C 8 C 6184 80T331 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405285 

303923 


1619500009 

108 

KCNUAnO C 1 C 6192 099392 

KENIUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0403299 

303939 


1419500009 

ICO 

UNHAND CtC *225 869693 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405257 

503677 


1619SCC0C9 

109 

KENTlAMD CIC 6109 008312 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

e 

6405260 

503908 


16193C 0000 

199 

KENUANO CtC *135 00*999 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405275 

303913 


1619330000 

109 

MMUANO CIC 1146 809009 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405274 

305914 


1619530009 

ins 

KCMtlAKO CtC 1147 809019 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8*05272 

505912 


1619300400 

108 

RENUANO CtC 4157 039048 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405270 

305918 


1414590509 

109 

RENUANO CIC *162 039118 

KENTUCKY 

apca 

c 

8405277 

505917 


1419300009 

109 

RENUANO CtC H64 079135 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405203 

503643 


1419500000 

108 

RENUANO CIC 4169 019199 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405205 

565843 


1619500000 

108 

RENUANO CIC 1173 699269 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405206 

30304* 


1619300900 

104 

RENUANO CtC 4t 73 869261 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405200 

305048 


1419530000 

109 

RENUANO CIC 1181 009327 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405205 

503049 


1619500000 

1U8 

RENUANO CIC 4192 809379 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405210 

505050 


1619500000 

108 

KENUAND CtC 4183 009334 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405211 

505851 


1619300900 

109 

KENUAND CtC 4169 004332 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

4405212 

503632 


1619300000 

108 

KENUAND CtC 4186 009344 

KENTUCKY 

APIA 

c 

8403213 

395833 


1619500300 

108 

KENTLAND CtC 6137 004J47 

KENIUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405215 

505835 


1619500000 

108 

KENUAND CIC *193 009343 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405214 

503834 


1619500930 

108 

KENUAND CIC 6194 004309 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405214 

385856 


1619303300 

1C8 

KENTLAND CtC «}94 009411 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405210 

303.938 


1619500000 

108 

KENUAND CtC 419? *49631 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8403214 

50SS59 


16)9509000 

138 

KENUAND CtC 6706 004640 

KFNIUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405217 

305937 


1619500000 

108 

KfMUAHD CtC 4207 604424 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405220 

305860 


161950903# 

108 

KEHUAHO CIC I2CS 004445 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405221 

503861 


1619300000 

108 

KENUAND CIC 4214 *04444 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405243 

305903 


16143:9000 

100 

KENUAND CIC 1227 809447 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405207 

505847 


1614500000 

109 

KENUAND CtC iJt 007247 

KENTUCKY 

APEA 

c 

8495204 

505944 


7619500000 

109 

KENUAND CIC »74 004142 

KTNTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405201 

503641 


1619503000 

105 

RENUANO CIC 809188 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8445202 

505842 


1619530000 

108 

KENUAND CtC 009189 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405222 

505862 


161>503000 

109 

KENUAND CIC 007470 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

§405245 

505405 


16195C 0 OOP 

108 

l F WHITE ETAl 807631 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405307 

303947 


1619530090 

109 

LEONARD PMIUIPS 449329 

KENTUCKY 

AP! A 

c 

8405240 

90*390 


161599C093 

108 

MABEL 5 AGASSIZ 425 000434 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405252 

595S92 


1411530000 

105 

MADEl S AGASSIZ ETAl 094227 

• ■ 

AREA 

A 

8405250 

505840 


1415900090 

109 

MABEL S AGASSIZ ITAl S04271 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

€ 

8405290 

505450 


1613900000 

ms 

MABtl 5 AGASSIZ ETAl 804336 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405244 

505884 


1415900900 

108 

MA8EI S AGASSIZ ETAl 8C45SS 

KENTUCKY 

AP.EA 

c 

8405225 

505665 


1607100900 

108 

MABEL S AGASSIZ EtAl 004611 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

B 

8403251 

503691 


161 ISOCOCO 

108 

MABtl S AGASSIZ ETAl 80U73 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

A 

8405291 

305431 


1615903000 

1 0 8 

MABEL S AGASSIZ ETAl B459C8 

aciiTiratv 

AREA 

c 

8405247 

505007 


1613900000 

no 

moil S AOASS1Z ETAl OOM99 

KENTUCKY 

ar:a 

c 

8405239 

505879 


16)3900000 

108 

M4BEI 5 AGASSIZ 17*1 096995 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0403293 

50S433 


1615900000 

198 

TUpfcl S AGASSIZ ETAl 808641 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405242 

303602 


1615909000 

108 

MABEL S AGASSIZ ETAL 803678 

KEN ■ 

AREA 

c 

0405297 

50395? 


1415900000 

148 

m.BEl S AGASSIZ ETAt 839575 

KENIUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405230 

305070 


16)5903000 

198 

MABEL 3 AGASSIZ 22 806533 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

e 

I 0403241 

303081 


14)3900009 

190 

FTABEl S AGA55IZ 74 8CS63? 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405292 

503982 


1613900900 

108 

MABEL 5 AGASSIZ 27 80S440 

KENTUCKY 

APT A 

c 

0405243 

305008 


1615900000 

108 

MABEL S AGASSIZ 30 098743 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

w 

8405244 

505004 


1615900000 

IQS 

MABEL 5 AGASSIZ 31 899461 

KtNTUCfV 

AREA 

c 

6405310 

505950 


16)9309000 

no 

MAJOR COLLIERIES 19 198593 

KENTUCKY 

A»f A 

c 

8405201 

503921 


1619300000 

no 

NAPTMA 5NJTH £171 007242 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

c 

0405280 

503920 


1607109009 

198 

MARY $ PIT2PATRICK 806000 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

8 

0405242 

305902 


1619300000 

108 

MATTIE FICIER ETAL 8949*7 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

e 

0403311 

503951 


1619500000 

108 

N B UIUIAMSON ETAl 194099 

KINTUCKY 

APE A 

c 

0443Z46 

303954 


1619590000 

108 

NIKIT1E FLANNERY 899303 

KtHMCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405249 

305009 


1614550004 

108 . 

0 M UM1TT ETAl 899367 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405254 

503094 


1611900000 

108 

R H AMBUROEY ETAL 80^830 

. 

area 

8 

8405253 

505095 


10119C3000 

108 

R N AMD UR GEY ETAl 895256 

KENIUCKY 

AREA 

0 

0405274 

305916 


1619300000 

108 

R N DOTSON Mtl E96134 

** ITI'CFY 

CA 

c 

0405244 

305906 


1619300000 

108 

R T EtSLJtCK ItAl 609644 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0405220 

303046 


1615999000 

108 

SAM MAYNARD 004751 

RfTTtUCKY 

FIELD AREA C 

8405240 

505000 


1411900000 

108 

T A MARTIN 004847 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

0 

0405305 

505945 


1619300000 

108 

victoria flctcher 099317 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8405304 

505944 


1619500000 

108 

VICTORIA FUTCMER 004310 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

OClAN071A CORPORATION COMMISSION 






-AMOCO PRODUCTION 

CO 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/53 JA * 0< 




0405141 

21556 


3304321144 

163 

DENNIS FOX "A- 61 

PUTNAM - 

CMOPrcWT 

*ARCO Oil AND GAS 

COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/03 JA t or 




0405143 

26150 


3504721769 

163 

C K WALKER TNORTH) 194 

GARBER 



8403144 

24129 


3304723220 

103 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA »2 

SOONER TRfHD 


- 0001*1 on co 



RECEIVED* 

10/31/03 JA: OK 




8405129 

24254 


3507 3237 74 

103 

ARTHUR 01-29 

SCDNfR T f f HD 


6405179 

74196 


3507379990 

103 

ROBERTA ANN 1-23 

SOONER TRkHO 


“BRACKEN 

EXPLORATION CO 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/03 JA' OK 




64 0917 | 

74214 


3304321376 

193 

MARTIN 02-9 

ItCOT 



*SR30ic$ MALI Oil CORP 


RECCIVED* 

10/31/03 JA* OK 




8405104 

24134 


3500729866 

103 

IM-AN 12 

NORTH DIBBLE 


-CMARRO PETROLEUM 

INC 


RECEIVED^ 

10/31/63 JA OK 




0405)49 

23591 


3512300000 

193 

CM AFRO 1“AR 

FRANCIS 



-CONTINENTAL RESOURCES 

CORP 

RECEIVED 1 

10/31/03 JA' OK 




0405120 

21654 


3304321401 

142-4 103 

CRAKt 01 




8403719 

21653 


3394321381 

102-4 103 

cross »l 




8405121 

21455 


3504371377 

102-4 193 

DEAN II 




0405109 

18597 


3594321337 

162-4 

MCCLAIN 126-2 

Mil DC IT 



0405134 

21652 


3504321503 

102-4 193 

OUINTON DAVIS 611-1 




0405107 

18594 


3504321385 

102-4 

ROUNDS 430-1 

WILDCAT 



. 8405)35 

21651 


3504321505 

102-4 193 

UANOA LEE DAVIS 61 




8405100 

10395 


33)3720430 

102-4 

UU1IS 63-1 

W! LDC AT 



-COTTON PITAOlEUV? 

CORPORATION 

RECEIVED' 

10/31/03 JA* OK 




8405120 

24236 


3300722428 

103 

OANA 11 

WILDCAT 



-dawn ENERGY* CO 



RECEIVED^ 

10/31/83 JA* OK 




8405140 

23422 


3313921671 

103 

MASON II-IS 

NDRTH RICE 


-DYNE EXPLORATION 

CD 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA' OK 




6403113 

230 71 


3511120399 

too 

KILE t! 

COAITPN 

FIELD 

. 8405114 

23072 


3511123014 

108 

R05SITC* 01 

can urn 



.-ecc Oil 

CO 



RECEIVED’ 

10/31/03 JA' OK 





PROD PURCHASE* 

5.0 COlimUU GAS TRAN 
14.0 COLUMBIA 0*5 TRAN 

15.0 courmiA 0*5 tra* 

20.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 
R 0 COLUMBIA OAS IRAN 
0.0 COLUMBIA GAS TR.‘»t 
12.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRJU* 

n .0 coiuntuA gas timn 

15.0 COLUMBIA CA5 TRAN 
7.0 COLUMBIA G*5 TRAti 
7.0 cotun!) I A GAS IRA* 
5 9 column r.*5 tram 
2.0 COLUMBIA OA5 IRAN 
2 0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
1 0 C011H-B2A GAS IRAN 
15 0 COLUMBIA 6*5 IRAN 

11 0 COLUMBIA 0A5 TRAN 
10.0 column oas tran 

15.0 C01UM3IA GAS TRAN 
70 COLUMBIA CAS IRAN 
5 0 COHII15IA 0*5 TR*N 
50.0 COltrSJA GAS IRAN 
11.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
22.0 COLUMBIA 045 Tran 
17 0 COIUMBIA CA5 TRAN 
64 0 COLUMBIA 0AS TOiN 
B 0 COLNFfBtA CAS TRAN 
1.0 COLUMBIA GAS TtiN 
10.0 COLUMBIA GAS THAN 

5.0 column oas tran 

1 0 COLUMBIA 0A5 TRAN 

I 0 Colombia oas tran 

(0 COLUMBIA gas IRAN 
5 0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

17.o colons r» oas tran 
80 COLOMBIA CAS TRAN 

1 2 0 column oas Iran 

15 0 Columbia gas tran 

5 0 coiurrtiA gas iram 

2.0 COUettIA GAS TRAM 

4 0 COLUMBIA GAB TRAN 
20.0 COlOrtM A 045 TRAN 
21.0 COtOVOU OAS TRAN 

to column gas tran 

e.O COLUMBIA QAS TRAN 
24.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
510 COLUr.SlA 045 TRAN 
4.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
19 0 COtUTTBI* OAS TRAN 
8.0 COLOMBIA CAS TRAN 

9 0 Colombia OAS TRAN 
17.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
7.0 cnw.1»u OAS TO AN 
45.0 column GAS TOAN 
10.0 COlsnilA GAS TRAN 
09 cotnrsI a oas tram 

16 0 cornnon gas iR'-a 

6 0 COlUt HA GAS TRAN 
40 COLUMBIA GAS IfAN 
2.0 COtlOTDIA GAS t**n 
80 COtOnStA GAS IRAN 

II 0 COLRMMA GAS IRAN 
12.0 tntOJtSIA OAS TRAN 

5 O COlWitIA OAS TRAN 

5.0 rour^TU gas iran 

12.0 COIUMBIA OAS IRAN 
10.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 
8.0 COlfMBlA GAS TR.-M 
12.0 COLUMBIA OAS IRAN 

17 0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 


10.0 mobii oil coop 

54.S A*CO Dll I OAS CO 
182 S UNION TEXAS P»Q0J 

SIS 0 PMIUIPS PITR9UU 
150 0 RMltUPS PlTUOLtd 

SO 0 ARKANSAS lOUt&U'l 

72 0 SUN EXPLORATION I 

40.0 CONT JNENTAt OAS s 

0.0 HYDROCARBONS SO*!* 
0.0 MYM0CAR50AS SIR* 
0.0 MrD'IOCARICNS SUN 
0.0 P/MNAMflC GUT^N 
0.0 HTCROCA?8CNS UP* 
0 0 PANN’MCtt IASUAN 
0.0 MtrRCCARtCNS SION 
0 0 PANHANDLE CASURN 


70.0 HUlltPS PCIROACy 

15.5 PHItltrS PETR5UU 
54.0 PMILIIPS PtTROlCU 
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JD NO JA CRT 

API HO 

D SCCCl) SECT2) WELL NAME 

FIELD NAME 


PROD 

PURCW35ER 

0*0518? 14170 

3314773433 

1CA 

FMCMA5 631-5 NE 31-23N-14E 

0OLES6Y GAS FIELD 


14-B 

Cf.AN gas CO 

“Cl PASO NAtURAL GAS COMPANY 

RECEIVED- 

16/31/83 JA* OK 





8403190 2501/ 

3SC09O6 704 

1C8 

5JKGH/.M 11 

ERICK SOUTH - BROUN 

0 

24.6 

El PASO NATURAL G 

1H051SO 24311 

3300426134 

108 

PRITCHETT •? 

ERICK 30'JIH - »RCUN 

D 

40 0 

EL PASO NATURAL 0 

-EUREKA OIL LTD PARTNERSHIP 

RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA> OK 





84C5I34 21404 

3511722562 

102-2 

PRUITT II 

WEST LOCO WW Nf SC 

32 

0 0 


-GETTY OU COMPANY 


RECEIVED 

16/31/83 JAt OK 





ftsO0l42 23392 

33139714/2 

133 

HUD!EURO 63 

N i GUYHON 


7.4 

NOPTM’JCST CENTRAL 

0403177 23044 

3513930000 

ICS 

J E WISE 12 

south GUYMON 


5.5 

NORTHirtST CENTRAL 

0405147 23303 

3513921491 

103 

l C CHRISTIAN •? 

UNALLOCATED <N TEXHOM 

520.0 

NORTHUEST CENTRAL 

-GUI JOHN K 


RECEIVED' 

10/3U83 JA* OK 





0^.05199 241J5 

3511127295 

103 

5IMPSGN tl 

orrmorE district 


14.5 

PHILLIPS PETROlfU 

•40319A 2413/ 

3311172416 

103 

SIMPSON tZ 

CKttULOCC DISTRICT 


14.5 

PHILLIPS rCTROltU 

•CUl F OU CORPORA I ION 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA: OK 





6405118 24209 

3503121404 

103 

l L WOOD 63-24 

LAYE3IY UtARCHAHO) 


17.6 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-MAD50H PETROLEUM COOP 


RECEIVED* 

1C/31/R3 JA OK 





8405144 23471 

3512920727 

103 

SPfOVIS #1-27 

W CARPENTER 


550.0 


-HARPER OU COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA' OK 





6403148 24204 

3501121847 

103 

LAUNCH #1 



150.6 

TIUN30K PIPE LINE 

-JIT OU COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA- OK 





6405173 24275 

3504722414 

103 

MlllER HE IRS »l 

BRClfN-f AST 


12.0 

EASON OU CO 

-KAISER-FRANC15 OU COMPANY 

RECEIVED- 

10/11/83 JA- OK 





8405176 24061 

3503121414 

103 

Freeze #l-2 

EAST TUTTLE 


328.5 

northwest central 

-RUTH F KAIA1R 


RECEIVED' 

16/31/63 JA' OK 





8*05190 24091 

3501922490 

1C3 

WESTMUMSR/MCUSTADT 1 11-18 

west MINII? 


32.4 

AMUfOIl USA INC 

-l » f PINCH JR 


RECEIVED- 

10/31/8 3 JA- OK 





8405101 24250 

3504327619 

103 

CIMARRON #1 

CHEYENNE VALLEY 


1)5.0 

PIONEER 04S PRODU 

8405102 24251 

3509322626 

103 

JUST #1 

CilfcY CJ.T.E VALLEY 


75.0 

PIONEER CIS PRODU 

-IPF CORP 


RECEIVED' 

10/31/83 JA' OK 





6403131 24203 

3501722470 

103 

KITSCH #1 

SOUTHWEST CALUMET 


1680.0 

MUSTANG FUEL CORP 

-luaeti oil co 


RECEIVED 1 

10/31/83 JA- OK 





8405127 24255 

3506321802 

103 

TAYLOR #1-24 

EAST YEKCER 


250.0 

CKLAHOMA NATURAL 

-MAJOR OU CORP 


RECEIVED 5 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





8405140 23991 

3504372303 

103 

WOLF •3 LTO 

MENU 


75.6 

PIONEER GAS PROOU 

*71.1550 lL I A3 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA- OK 





8405194 22199 

3514723473 

102*2 

A T 0® «4 

VERA 


25 0 

DIAMTNO S GAS SYS 

-M1UIR exploration CO 


RICH VCD- 

10/31/83 JA - CK 





8405142 23231 

3508122021 

103 

NQ r TH EAGU #1 



0.6 

MINN INDUSTRIES I 

-MOBIL OU CORP 


RECEIVED 5 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





6405130 74203 

3313921082 

103 

EN2 (RNO 33) LIMIT - 6? 

CUVMCN-NUSOICN/COUNCI 

0.6 

HCRTKUEST CENTRAL 

•MONSANTO COMPANY 


RFCeiVED 5 

10/31/83 JA- OK 





6.05107 24197 

3307323710 

l C 3 

HART 1) 

KINGFISHER CREEK 


109.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-ONFCK tXPl O r A I ION CO 


Rtccmo- 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





— 84 03170 24207 

3504723264 

103 

CLIHE «3 

ELKHORN NW 


230 0 

ARCO OU 1 GAS CO 

-PfTROl ENERGY INC 


RECEIVED- 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





8403137 24047 

1516722072 

103 

FORRESTER #1-A (OTC) I07-41AZ4 

SOU1H 6FAPDEN 


75.0 

WELLHEAD ENTfRPR! 

-P5CC INC 


RECEIVEO* 

10/31/63 JA * OK 





8403133 23700 

3306121697 

102*4 

KRUG #1-26 



6.0 

EL PASO NATURAL 0 

-RIO EAGLE 011 CO 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA- OK 





8403183 22466 

5506332081 

102*4 

BPtwT 61 

N E CFPR3N 


15.0 

RAW ENRfGY INC 

6403167 22479 

3500320852 

102-4 

QUIGLEY 92 

NE CAPRCN 


IS 0 

RAtl ENERGY INC 

T 6405166 22461 

3306320917 

102-4 

SCMROCR 61 

H E CAf . ON 


IS 0 

RAW ENERGY INC 

-ROYAl OIL t GAS CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA CK 





6405112 20707 

3311922606 

102-4 

lELA JANE HER5KCUITZ #i 

WILDCAT 


40.0 

SUM GAS TRAN5MIS* 

8403111 20315 

S31192U4S 

102*4 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 102-2 

NGRTNKCS? SCMLECEl 


1.0 

PARKS ENERGY IHVE 

-SAMSON RESOURCES COMPANY 

RECEIVED 5 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





6403161 22443 

3312120930 

162-2 

FONTANA 11 

KIOMA 


144.1 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

-SAND ROCR PETROLEUM INC 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





6403123 24241 

3516700000 

103 

M1LL5 #2 

61AKCLY 


70.4 

SilAl CORP 

-SANTA FE-ANCOVER OIL i 

CO 

RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA» CK 





840318S 24153 

3501121642 

161 

60STON 630-3 



170.0 

OKLAHOMA CAS PIPT 

64051/2 24216 

3567323736 

161 

SCIP'ARZ 34-3 



90.0 

CELHI G*S PIPELI* 

6405138 24246 

3501721922 

163 

STRAKA 61-1 



42.0 

TRANSOK PIPE LINE 

-SCOTT HOWARD 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA* OK 





6405124 22783 

3510522775 

102-2 

SAMS 12 



12.0 

NOWATA ASSOCIATES 

-SEIGfl PETROLEUM CO 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/63 JA* OK 





8403172 71734 

3311721473 

102*2 

8GYLE5 •! 



242.6 

PHILLIPS PCIRCICU 

6403123 21735 

3311721703 

162-2 

60YLES «2 



345 0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-SEWCCA OU COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA* OK 





6405197 20746 

3361722233 

102-4 103 

BEHKETT 11-30 



20.4 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

6405143 22274 

3561722249 

162*4 - 

GARTEN 62*26 



145.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-SHAWVFR 1 SON INC 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA CK 





840M69 24706 

3316924637 

163 

SC 1 Ml 



169.3 

BRITTON GAS PROCC 

-SHELL OU CO 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA* OK 





6405156 24319 

3313921302 

108 

SWINGER 62-25 

S U HOCKCR 


11.8 

NATURAL GAS PTPEl 

*S!lBERMAN A A M 


RFCEIVEO 5 

16/31/63 JA» OK 





6405192 25076 

3511920642 

168 

3AM 65 JC-NE-JW3-18N-2E 



1.9 

SUN GAS (RANSM1SS 

-3IMCOC OU CO 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/53 JA* OK 





6405152 24261 

3507323766 

101 

JANET 91 

SOONER IRfHD 


15.0 

EASON OU CO 

6405139 24282 

3507320567 

161 

JEAN MARIE 91 

SOONER IRCND 


90.6 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-soutmiano royalty co 


RECEIVED- 

16/31/83 JA * OK 





6403104 24424 

3313121691 

108 

WILSON 60-14 

N E 1OVFDALC 


18 0 

EL GRANGE P1PEIIN 

6405103 24436 

3313121696 

168 

WILSON 63-14 

N E LOVEDALE 


5.0 

EL G^tNOE P1PEHN 

-SPECTRA ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED' 

16/31/83 JA 5 OK 





6405176 23716 

3367926488 

102-4 101 

MACY 91 



71.2 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

6405175 21237 

3567920472 

102-4 

MCEEE 91 

E PANAMA 


640 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

-STEVE CROWPER OIL CO 


RECEIVED* 

16/31/63 JA* OK 





8405191 24279 

3503722412 

106 

CHAPMAN 61 

CUSHING FICLO 


4.1 

ARCO OU t GAS CO 

-SUNDANCE ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA OK 





8403116 19712 

3303300060 

102*4 103 

KELLY 91-A 



344.6 

FARMLAND INCUSIR1 

-TEXACO INC 


RECEIVED- 

16/31/83 JA> OK 





8405106 24434 

3502500600 

108 

COMA MCGARRAUON tl 

CRIOGS S E 


2-3 

IRAH5«'E31CPN FIFE 

8405266 74144 

3508520320 

103 

PUC-H 91 

EKVULt S W 


47.1 

CIMARRON TRANSMJS 

-THE ANSCHUTZ CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA* OK 





64051 S3 724SS 

3308320642 

102-4 

KIMSEIL #14-12 

PIKE 


44 0 

AMINOIL USA INC 

8405133 72437 

3508320496 

102-4 

LOCKE 94-7 

N PIKE 


137.0 

A*' 1 NO 11 USA INC 

8403134 72434 

3508520656 

162-4 

MOBLEY 613-2 

PIKE 


17.0 

AMINOIt USA INC 

6403136 22436 

3506520461 

162-4 

M-JN/E3ME1MER 611-12 

M PIKE 


116 0 

AMI NOIL USA INC 

6403137 22434 

3506520619 

162-4 

PCVIflL 97-2 

H PIKE 


5« . 0 

AMI NOIL USA INC 

6403136 22400 

3506520649 

162-4 

SCOTT 913-1 

PIKE 


40.0 

J HINDU USA INC 

6403159 22401 

3308520664 

162-4 

TALIAFERRO 61-1S 

6 PIKE 


40 

AM1K011 USA INC 

6405166 72462 

3506526501 

162-4 

TURNER HEIRS 8-7 

H PIKE 


124.0 

AMINO U U5A INC 

- TRANS’WEST CRN EXPLORATION INC 

RECEIVED* 

16/31/83 JA* CK 





- 6465103 24274 

3501521462 

162*2 163 

COPELAND 61-14 



60.0 
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8505151 21785 350172070 103 COtfBOY *1 

0585152 21705 150172037 101 YANKEE *i 

•HUim H DAVIS RECEXVC0* 10/11/83 JA! OK 

0505103 25157 3511920875 101 CUtlE il 

-WOODS PETROLEUM CORPORATION RECEIVED* 10/31/01 JO* OK 

0505100 22551 1501920005 102-1 COUINS 019-1 


JD NO 

JA DKT 

API MO D 

SECC1) SECT 

2) 61111 NAME 


FIELD NAME 

-TXO PRODUCTION CORP 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA* 

OK 

SI OAK-.:OO0 

8905126 

29251 

1505371732 

103 

FOSTER "0" 


8905166 

29008 

3509321652 

101 

CAREER -A- 61 


Hi OREINE 

890S191 

21738 

3512120S58 

102-5 101 

TRAVIS "8- •! 

OR 

WILDCAT 

-UTC CHEROT RESOURCES 

INC 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/31 JA* 


8905117 

25179 

1511109900 

161 

ELIZABETH tl 



8905116 

25178 

3511109000 

16 3 

EHZA3ETH •? 

OR 


-VANDERBILT RESOURCES CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

16/11/33 JA* 

SOUTH DACOMA 

89051/5 

25335 

1560320201 

108 

CR 1-30 

OR 

-VULCAN ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED* 

16/11/83 JA* 

SODNCR TREND 

' 

25789 

1587325555 

103 

SM1RIEY tl 


8905195 

23986 

1507121236 

113 

SPAETH •! 

OK 


-WARD PETROL Et/M CORP 


received* 

16/11/81 JAi 

S U NOPGE 

8905181 

25175 

3505121592 

101 

JEANETTE A tl 


8905115 

25156 

1509122586 

191 

NEK-MAN tl-36 


S M AMES 

8905153 

23880 

3505121502 

101 

SAMPSON fl 

OK 

5 M HOYGE 

-UCSTSAMDS Oil CORP 


RECEIVED* 

10/11/81 JA* 

MOSOUITO CREEK 

8905180 

25177 

3501725882 

101 

outws •! 

OK 

-WESTSTAR INDUSTRIES 

INC 

RECEIVED* 

10/11/81 JAi 



M RUSS Eli 
CWt£T CREW 


PROD PURCHASER 


0.0 DELHI CAS PJPCtlH 
150 0 CUM1 CAS PIPElIH 
900.0 ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

90.0 fNlUIPS PETRDLEU 
780 0 PHIlLIPS PETROLEU 

11.0 MICHIGAN WI5C0N51 


0.0 

55.0 PHILLIPS PITtOLCU 

3.0 PHILLIPS PETPOltU 
701.0 TR*NS0< PIPELINE 
900.0 PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

21.9 ARCO OIL 1 GAS CO 

0.0 IfPR-rCGfE CORP 
0.0 KERR-MCGEE CORP 

1.0 EASON OIL CO 

282.0 ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 


|FR Due 83-32000 Filed 043 «m| 

BILLING COOC 0717-01-C 
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Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Issued: December 2,1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Cas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.164. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a "D" 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 


under 18 CFR 275.206, at the 
Commission's Division of Public 
Information. Room 1000. 825 North 
Capitol St.. Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may. in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, File a protest with Ihe 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NTIS). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) *487-4008, 5285 
Port Royal Rd. Springfield, Va 22161. 

Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5 Mile rule) 

102-3: New well (1000 Ft rule rule) 
102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107-DP. 154WO feet or deeper 
107-GB: Geopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal Seams 
107-0V: Devonian Shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 106: Stripper well 

106-SA: Seasonally affected 

108- ER: Enhanced recovery 
106-PB: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


NOT ICC or DETERMINATIONS 
ISSl’CD DECEMBER 2. 19S) 


VllUME 1012 


JD NO JA DKT 

API NO 0 

SECCll SECC21 WELL NAMf 


FIELD NAME 

PROD 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT 

OF NATURAL RESOURCES 



-EXXON CORPORATION 


RECEIVED: 

18/12/83 JA: 

FL 



6*05*1* 

0911320206 

187-DP 

jesse r nooPE 

• 1 9-8 

JAY/LEC 

650.• 

8*05*15 

0911328210 

187-DP 

ST REGIS PAPER 

CO 12*-5 

BLACKJACK CREEK 

95.8 

LOUISIANA OFFICE OF 

CONStRVATION 







-AHtRADA MESS CORPORATION 


RECEIVED' 11/01/63 


6*05*85 

63-1386 

1705703702 

106 

C ( GHEENS 1*5 


BAYOU DES AllEMANDS 

11.0 

-AMOCO PRODUCTION CO 


RECEIVED* 

11/81/63 Jfti LA 


8905**3 

82-2121 

1707521623 

103 

GULF LAND 0 R/A A Util 

1*9 

ussi HAf X.8ERRY 

506.0 

8*05*20 

82-08*2 

1705721880 

103 

MACK ACOSTA 15 VAl SUA 


VAUNT T*»E 

509,0 

8*05*56 

12 -212* 

1702321637 

103 

ST LESAE *2 H73 U'H KF 

CAMD SU 

ULST NACXBERRY 

21.0 


8*05*67 
SACS*?2 
8*05*75 
8*05*65 
8*05470 
8*05*66 


85-0*90 

85-0*82 

85-0*8* 

85-0*8) 

85-0687 

85-0*88 


1701700000 

I701700Q90 

1701700000 

1701700000 

170)700000 

1701700000 


-8ASS ENTERPRISES PRODUCTION CO 
8*05*60 85-1585 1702720851 

-8CR01N INC 

8*05*22 82-07*7 1705721782 

-CORAL PETROLEUM DEVELOPMENT INC 
8*05*55 85-1519 1710*00008 

-CRYSTAL OIL « LAND CO 
8*05*90 85-1598 17051212*1 

1*05*8* 85-1585 1711920076 

-DYNAMIC exploration INC 
8*05*9* 82-25*7 1711521219 

-EDMIM t COX 

8*05*80 82-1211 17801287** 

8 <*05*50 82-8310 1705721762 

-EL58URY I HCG*EW 
8*05*95 83-0257 1785500182 

-INIR6Y DEVELOPMENT C0RP (TX> 
8*05*5* 82-13*5 1710922529 

-EXXON CORPORATION 
8*05*82 62-1355 178*520731 

8*05*96 83-0035 1785721703 

-nr** energy ccur 
6*05*98 62-1171 1705721631 


RECEIVED* 

108 

IPS 

108 

208 

208 

108 

RECEIVED* 
102 -* 103 

RECEIVED* 
103 

RtCEIVED : 

183 

RECEIVED! 

ICS 

108 

RECEIVED* 

162-* 

RECEIVED* 

103 

103 

RECEIVED* 
102 -* 
RECEIVCO* 
10?-* 
RECEIVCOt 
103 
10 ?-* 
RECEIVED* 
I02-* 


6*05*19 82-2125 

-GETTY OIL COMPANY 
6*05*8* 85-1382 


1702380080 

1702702095 


LAND A-2 
LAND 4-23 
lAMD 8-1 


-GENERAL AMERICAN Oil COMPANY 0 f TEX RECEIVCO: 


103 
PCCEIVEO: 
108 


11/01/83 JA> LA 
lAYE MOLT tl 
RCDE55A OIL I 
KCDE55A OIL 4 
RODE55 A OR 4 
U U ADAMS 91 
U U ADAMS *2 
11/01/83 J *' LA 

J 0 GARLAND 81 CV DAVIS R* SUE 
11/01/83 JA* LA 
LEAH LEDET 95 
11/01/83 JA*. LA 

J0PN M SMYTH CC INC t! 

11/01/85 J-* LA 

6AGLEY A II H0SS RA SU 25 
TAY RB 5UA "miLS" II 
11/01/83 J* : LA 

DONON •? 12150 RA SUB 
11/01/83 JA: LA 

HCN5GCNS II MAYES RB SUA 
STATE LEASE 326 12 
11/01/63 JA? LA 
C M JUDICE H 
11/81/63 JA« LA 
J P MINICAN II 
Il/ei/83 JA* 14 
PETIT AN5E CO I 16* 

St 1*88 126 
11/01/63 JA: LA 
J 6 LEVER.? LAND CO II 
11/01/83 JA* LA 

CAMERON PARISH SCHOOL iOARD 129 
11/01/83 JAi LA 
KANCE 10VIE 12 MOSS SVQ 


RCDE55A 
RODESSA 
R0DESSA 
RODESSA 
RODESSA 
F ODESSA 

Bl ACKUITRN 

MflOPJA 

POlMie AU FER 

BETHANY - LONOStCrCI 
SM0.SGUC0 

GPOSSE ISLE MHO 

ELLIS 
LAKE LONG 

JUPICC 

PALMETTO BAYOU FIELD 

AVERT ISLAND 
LAKE RACCOURCI 

NORTH TMI50DAUX 

JOHNSON BAYOU «J-l SA 

ATHENS 


* .0 
12 0 
* 0 
12 0 
15.0 
18 0 

182.5 

706.8 

365 8 


TRANSCONTINENTAL 

VALLEY 0#5 TR/.N5M 
C3LUr:8IA GA5 IRAN 
VALLEY GAS TRANSrt 

BRECREHRIDSE OASO 
BRCCKf I?)OE GA50 
BRECKINRIDGE G*S0 
tnr.Ktu? IOGE GASO 
WKRENRIOGE GA53 
BPCCKCN’lDut OASO 

UNITED GAS PIPELI 


LOUISIANA STATE G 


«*!Rlfl5AS 10UISIAN 
TEXAS GAS TR/NSMt 


J18 0 CCil CHEMTCAl CO 


1** 

676 


350 

1833 


100 
500. 


0 
8 

0 

0 

8 
8 

313.8 
0 0 
20 0 


LOUISIANA GAS SYS 
Columbia oas tun 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

PUBLIC SERVICE EL 

COLUf^lA CAS TPAN 
COLONSIA 03S TRAN 

SUGAR 6OUt GAS CO 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 


SILL)NO COO€ 8717-01-41 

















JO NO JA DAT 


API NO 


o seem sect2) ueti ham* 


-GOLD*INC PRODUCT ION COMPANY 
64954*1 62-125? 1710121225 

-GRAHA'I EXPLORATION i TO DR It 11 NO PAR 


9405449 65-14*4 

-GREAT SOUTHERN Oil A 
6405444 *2-2469 

*405445 62-2943 

-cut F OU CORPORATION 
6405463 62-2954 

8405421 62-0835 

-M J BONNER 
8405430 63-0470 

-HADDOX PETROLEUM CORP 
640550? *3*1475 

-HOGAN EXPLORATION INC 
*495434 *3-1052 

*495424 *3-1399 

-HOUSTON OU I niNERAlS CORPORATION 
849541? 82-0*45 1704720951 

-IHC EXPLORATION COMPANY 
*495432 83-09?? 1/07371034 

8495431 63-0971 1711102433 

-J-O* B OPERATING CO 
6405473 *3-14*5 1701700009 

64054S7 *3-14*3 1793:90591 

8495474 63-1484 1701702576 

8405427 83-1379 1703100090 

-ICS EXPLORATION INC 
6405444 630)41 17647206)5 

-LOUISIANA LAND I EXPLORATION CO 


1709720524 
GA5 CO INC 
1707522960 
1707522969 

1707522695 
1705721*6 9 

1706729S32 

171112)416 

171272123* 

1712721241 


6405416 

82-2214 

1705)20747 

10) 

-LYONS PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

8405418 

83-9185 

17BS329BOO 

192-4 

-MARATHON 

Oil COMPANY 


RECEIVED: 

8405436 

83-1348 

1711591997 

106 

849544? 

83-14*9 

171140149? 

108 

643544) 

*3-1431 

1711901264 

19B 

6405434 

83-1474 

1711429361 

108 

8495424 

83-1)64 

1711499465 

198 

8495449 

83-1477 

17114*0471 

198 

8495451 

83-1474 

1711490554 

183 

-MAY PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

6495453 

*2-0163 

1704420408 

102-4 


"-MCCLINTOM I 4-M INVESTMENT INC 8FCEIVED* 

*405477 62-0219 1700121027 102-4 

-MIO LOUISIANA GAS COMPANY RECEIVED) 

8405S02 63*0964 171112)99) 10) 

6405425 83-0947 1707)21989 10) 

-NORTH AMERICAN ROYALTIES INC RECEIVED* 


*405443 

*2-2274 

1799720628 

102-4 

-NORTMCOT1 EXPLORATION 

CO INC 

RECEIVED' 

- 8405424 

62*9647 

17957214)7 

193 

-PARAGON 

RESOURCES INC 


RECEIVCO* 

6405509 

83*1)61 

1719422184 

192-4 19) 

6405518 

83-1369 

171092216) 

102-4 10) 

-P1CKEHS 

CO INC 


RICEIVEO: 

6495455 

62-2137 

1795328711 

103 

-PLACID OU COMPANY 


RECEIVED: 

840551I 

62-0)84 

1781)29514 

102-3 

-PRIM05 PRODUCTION CO 


RECEIVED: 

84054)8 

83-13*7 

1797390009 

10* 

§405488 

83-13*8 

1707300544 

108 

-PRIMDS-PENN20U JV 


RECEIVED: 

6405484 

63-1)89 

1711122662 

108 

-ROBERSON Util SERVICE 


RECEIVED* 

S40S43) 

63-9974 

171112)527 

108 


-SAMANTHA PETROLEUM CORP 
6405446 82*0395 1708100900 

6405492 62-9396 170*100000 

6405497 62-91)7 I7Q6I29415 

-SAMIOAN OU CORPORATION 
6405594 63-9749 1702321836 

-5AM50N RESOURCES COMPANY 
6405508 6314*2 

-SHEtt OU CO 
6405505 *2-0417 

-SOURCE PETROLEUM INC 
8415491 83-1396 

8405440 63-1409 

-STONE PETROLEUM CORP 
*405496 82-2)49 

-SUN EXPLORATION I 
640546? 83-1184 

-SUPL«MOR OIt CO 

8405449 82-0494 

6405536 *2-0644 

•Itt OU INC 
B.05513 83*01*4 

-TERRA RtSCURCCS INC 
*405447 62-9390 

-UXACO INC 
6*95509 83-139) 

-1CXAS CRUDE INC 
8495426 82-2271 


1791509900 

1784729501 


1798)29255 

1700320255 


I?l1321221 
PRODUCTION CO 
1707700030 

1710922044 

17109229)1 

1705320783 

170572171) 

1710121214 


1719121224 10 


_-TME STONE OU CORPORATION 

*49S4f* 03-0199 1704520521 

-TRAULOUR OU CO 
6495454 63*0016 1791120S46 

-TXO PRODUCTION CORP 
*435451 62-2)14 1703121865 

-UNION OIL COMPANY Of CAtIF 
6495423 82-0651 1711320917 

-UNION TEXAS PETROLEUM 
- 6435479 03-1)96 1704120281 


RECEIVED* 11/01/63 JA* LA 

193 W riCXlRALL O'Nltll 91 

RECEIVED; 11/01»83 JA* LA 

108 MANUEL FARMS INC 01 KOCH RAVUA 

RECEIVED* 11/01/8) JA« LA 

102-4 LAFOURCHE BASIN LEVEE DIST •J 

102-4 LAFOURCHE BASIN LEVEE DIST tlD 

RECEIVED* 11/01/8) JA * LA 

10) J G TIMOLAT "0- IS) WO 3A(R8)SU 

10) SL 1772 0127 

RECEIVED: 11/91/6) JA■ LA 

108 GRAVES 01 - SERIAL 114)902 

RECEIVED: 11/91/63 JA* LA 

198 MOOII-IP 96 

RECEIVED: 11/01/83 JA * LA 

19) TUNVUtt E 41 

19) OllNKRAFT 97 

RECEIVED* 11/91/6) JA 5 LA 
19) WILBERT MINERALS CORP "8* 0)6 

RECEIVED; 11/01/83 JA: LA 
100 5M0 VAN 02 

108 US GOVERNMENT il 

RECEIVED* 11/01/6) JAi LA 
106 GRAH-RCATCH 1NV 11 154184 CPAHE SU? 

19* HOIME5-HUNT •! 0405)4 CRANE SV5 

198 KEATCHIE INV «l 056421 CRANE SU? 

108 KEATCHIC TUNS II *044172 CRANE 5U18 

RECEIVED: 11/01/8) JA* LA 

192-4 FOLSE ET At 91 CRJS JEEP 2 RC SUA 

RECEIVCO; 11/01/6) JA* LA 
JAMES RICHARD •! 

11/01/8) JAt LA 
GEHIRU FAPM5 ]KC II 
11/91/83 JA: LA 

A 0 OlIPHANT SAM BANKS •) CVSU 
MAGNOLIA CRICHTON HEIRS »1 CVSU 
MAGNOLIA GRANT WADllY 91 CVSU 
HOC GRANT 01 CVSU 
OHIO A H GRAY A/C 1 023 CVSU 
OHIO t M GARDNER «1 CVSU 
OHIO PARDEE a/C 1 91 CV D e N SU 
11/01/8) JA« LA 

EVELYN LEDE1 t) 

11/01/8) JA> LA 

WINSTON FREY tl 
11/01/65 JA< IA 

MlGC FEE GAS 01229 
MLGC FEE GAS •!2)9 
11/01/6) JA: LA 

JOSEPH H JEAN 11722)51 
11/91/8) JA* tA 

VALENTINE PL AMT AT ! OH INC •! VUA 
11/91/8) JAi LA 

COMT LO I FUR 91 ?400 RA SUA 

COMT ID t FOR •? 2400 RA SCO 

11/01/6) JA * LA 

A P LEBLANC 91 
11/01/8) JA; LA 

BABERS 01 V’M 

1]/01'83 JA 1 LA 

CARTER - MCHENRY 91 
COSMOS CAR5GM FfE •) 

11/01/83 JA* LA 

DOWNtY ■? 

11/01/6) JA: LA 

UNION PRODUCING CO 94 
RECEIVED* 11/91/6) JA: LA 

102*2 GUILLOT 94 

192-2 GUILLOT 96 

192-2 WALTMAN 91 

RECEIVED* 11/91/8) JA; LA 

192-4 DR 5 0 CARTER 91 

RECEIVED* 11/91/8) JA; LA 

108 5 E DCMOS5 *1 

RECEIVED* 11/91/8) JA* LA 

103 WC UllBERT 9241 

RECEIVED 11/01/6) JA: LA 

103 JACKSON c PARKER 01 VUA 

193 JACK5QN C PARKfR «1-D VUA 

RECEIVED* 11/01/83 JA* LA 

102-4 RENE DUHOH 91 

RECEIVEO* 11/91/83 JA* LA 

108 N SMITH JR 98-4 D W4 «B SUA 

RECEIVED* 11/91/8) JA * LA 

10) LI IE UNIT 13 OS VtlA 

10) llIE UNIT 1* 95 VUA 

RECEIVED* 11/91/8) JA* IA 

102-4 UNION TEXAS PETROLEUM CORP FEE il 

RECEIVED* 11/01/8) JA: LA 

10) LAFOURCHE REALTY CO *4 

RECE1VEO* 11/01/6) JA» LA 

1024 ATCHAFALAYA 04 SAL SU 

RICE IVCD* 11/91/83 JA: LA 

02-2 STATE LEASE 93504 WELL «l-D 

RECEIVED* 11/01/83 JA= IA 

102-4 COCKE GOODRICH 91 

RECEIVED* 11/01/83 JA* LA 

182-4 RICCIANO LUMBER CO 01 VUA 

RECEIVED* 11/01/*) JA* LA 

102-4 SWINDLE HEIRS 9I-D 

RECEIVED 11/01/83 JA LA 

10) LOUISIANA FURS INC IE-16 

RECEIVED: 11/01/63 JA• IA 

107-IF BUCHER 1) 91 ICV RA SUL 


FIELD NAME 

BALDWIN 

BAYOU MiltET 

LAKE ItCRMJTAGF 
lACE HERMITAGE 

ursi bat 

TiriCAlIER BAY 

MONROE GAS ROC* 

MONROE 

EAST SUES 
EAST SUES 

BAYOU OES CLAISC 

MONROE 
MONROE 

BETMfHY-lONSSTRfft 
SElMMIY-lONGSTmT 
BETHANY-IONGSIRIEI 

LAUREL RIOGE 

south jeknihos 

CHINA 

COTTON VALLEY 
COTTON VALLEY 
COT foil VALLEY 
COT in* vuuv 
C0M3H VALLEY 
COTTON VALLEY 
COTTON VALLEY 

SECTION 28 

SOUTH BAYOU MALLEI 

MONROE GAS FIELD 
njriROE GAS FIELD 

NORTH CANKTON 

VALEMflNl 

WORTH TURTLE BAYOU 
NORTH TURTLE BAYOU 

WIST TEPETATE 

LUCKY 

MONROE 
MONROE 

MONROE 

MONROE 

GAY ISLAND 
GAY ISLAND 
GAY ISLAt'D 

RtWOS BAYOU 

ROCKY MOUNT 

WHITE CASTLE 

BUNCHY CRfCK 
BUNCHY CREEK 

NORTH PARCPERDUE 

FQRDOCHE 

FOUR ISLE POME 
FOUR ISLE DIME 

WOPDt AWN 

BAYOU FCR BLANC 

BATEMAN LAVE 

WILDCAT 4727 - IURHPQ 

EAST BAYOU PIGEON 

NORTH SINGER 

C**AND CANE 

NORTH FRESH WATER BAY 
TERRYVILLE 


PROD PURCHASER 


73B.0 UNITED GAS PIPELI 
0 

0 0 FLORIDA OAS TRANS 

428 0 UNITED GAS PIPE L 
350 9 UNHID GAS PIPELI 

8 4 TEXAS EASTERN TRA 
730 • TENNESSEE G»S PIP 

60 B MIO LOUISIANA CAS 

17 4 MID LOUISIANA OAS 

35 0 UNItCD GAS PIPE L 
)S 0 UNITED GAS PIPE L 

S47 0 GAS GATHERING CDR 


IS 4 

4 3 

21 9 
15 9 
18.0 
14 0 

584 0 

245 0 

345.0 

3 9 

5 0 

) 9 

4 7 
3 9 
3 0 
) 9 

7)0 9 

876 0 

2) 4 

22 3 

560 0 

201 0 

185 0 
US • 

739.0 

u.o 

14.0 

13.4 

11 7 
14.9 

245 9 

9 0 
0.9 

no • 
17 7 

48. e 

9.0 

9.0 

1164.0 

4.9 

390.9 
700.0 

BOO.9 

450.0 

1456.0 

499.0 

546.0 

844.9 
743.1 

720.9 

547.9 


UHITfD GAS PIPE L 
1MC PIPELINE CO I 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 
TEXAS EASTERN TRA 
TEXAS EASTERN TRA 
TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

TEXAS EASTERN CAS 


LOUISIAN; GAS SYS 

UNITED 0*.S PIPE l 
UNITED 0‘S PIPE l 
UNITED GAS PIPE I 
UNITED G\S PIPE l 
ONITTD GflS PIPE l 
UNITED G*S PIPE l 
UNITED C*.S PIPE l 


transcontinental 

MID LOUIS!AKA GAS 
TtlD LOUISIANA GAS 

LOUISIANA IHTRAST 

UNITED 07.5 PIPELI 

UNITED GAS PIPE l 
UNITED GAS PIPE l 

LOUISIANA GAS SYS 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

southern natural 
southern natupal 

UNITED GAS PIPE L 

PETRO LEWIS CORP 

UNITCD GAS PIPE l 
UNITED CAS PIPE l 
UNITED GAS PIPE L 

LOUISIANA RESOURC 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

Ft OS IDA GAS TRAMS 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 
TEXAS EASTERN TRA 


TRANSCONTINENTAL 


UNITED GAS PIPELI 
UNITED CAS PIPE L 


SUGAR BOWL GAS CO 
CITY OF MORGAN C! 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMI 
DOW INTRASTATE OA 
DELHI GAS PIPELIN 
TRUNKLINE CAS CO 
SUGAR BOWL GAS CO 
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JO NO JA MT 

API NO D 

S€C(t7 SCC<2) Mill NAME 

F1CIO NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

•40S4J7 A2C7C9 

170*120289 

102-4 107- 

TF CANTERBURY 2* 11 ICV RA SUM* 

TCRRYVUlf 

1845.* 

SUG*R BClil GAS CO 

540547 a 53-1397 

170*120249 

107-Tf 

5IMGIETCN 18 *1 

TERRYVIUE 

7 30.0 

SUGAR fiC:!l GAS CO 

84*5441 *3-1395 

170*12027® 

107-TF 

U 0 WALLACE 17 *| ICV RA SUO 

Ttr.RYYIUE 

73*.• 

SUGAR ft:*l GAS CO 

840544? 8?"344® 

170*120307 

162-4 197- 

TF UtNKLER 29 tl 

TERRYVlllE 

3*5.0 

sugar *ma gas co 

-UNITED PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED* 

11/01/83 JAi IA 




• 40*45? 8 1 * CTC4 

1700171177 

102-4 

5 W PC8IN50N *1 

MAXIC 

3*5.0 


-VERNCN t f AlllCONf R 


•CCEIVCO: 

11/61/83 JA' IA 




•40*438 81*1474 

17039C05C9 

108 -1R 

PAROEE CO 1* HAAS 5U0 

RECCEll 

1.8 

LOUISIANA GAS SYS 

-VlKlHG RESOURCES (1A > 


RlCUVCDi 

11/61/83 JA1 IA 




*405501 81-09® t 

1711173449 

168 

DEAN •? 

KCNROE 

8.0 

PRIMCS PRODUCTION 

-weSUANO Oil DEVELOPMENT CDRP 

RECEIVED: 

11/01/83 JA > IA 




84054?! 81*0148 

170512042* 

1*2-4 

PA 7HBORNE lAND « LUMBER CO *S 

WEST BARA TAPIA 

365.9 


•USELESS INDUSTRIES INC 

received: 

11/01/83 JA' IA 




84C547® *7-341® 

171192*355 

102-4 

ktNElESS-RUTO PONDER-CHARMAN 91-0 

EAST DYKESVHIC 

720.0 

UNITED GAS PIPE l 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION 






-A-H CATTLE CO INC 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA: OK 




8405400 7410? 

3512321105 

in 

tFfJ.it R *2 


0.0 

CONTINENTAL GAS S 

-AFRICAN NAT CAS PROD 

CO 

RECEIVED: 

l*/31/*3 JA: DK 




*405189 75501 

351292*79* 

107-DP 

COFFEY 1-17 

SWEETWATER 

562.0 


-AMOCO PtOCUCTION CO 


RECEIVED: 

18/31/83 JA * CK 




I4C51A1 71441 

3309322072 

168 

PIERCE UNIT 'A * *1 

CEDAROAlf N E 

15.5 

MICHIGAN WZSCONSI 

-ANACAUO PRODUCTION COMPANY 

RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA: OK 




8 4 C 518* 241®? 

351192**25 

ICS 

VOTM 8-1 

HUGOTON 

19.0 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 

-ANCHORAGE 011 1 GAS INC 

RECEIVED: 

16/31/53 J*' OK 




•4C5J44 74104 

15*9322*7* 

103 

stuck cr 1-16 

STRECKSR l-l* 

72.0 

PMUIIPS PETROL IU 

-ARCO Oil ANO CAS CCMPAh Y 

RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA : OK 




*405585 74010 

15*772*271 

103 

HUNION MCFERRAN UNIT *2 

RED OAK HCRRIS 

36.5 

*RRAHSA8 LOUISIAN 

8405175 24957 

1504326811 

US 

VANPERUORK UNIT 93 

PUTNAM 

7.1 

MICHIGAN UISCDT4SI 

-BEASLEY Oil CO 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA: OK 




84C5411 24i;® 

15073237*3 

1C 3 

8UFCRD 5MITM tl 

northwest omega 

150.0 

WARREN PtlRClEW 

-8CCFRT Oil CO 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA ' CK 




*4t,5 31 9 241*1 

35*0321031 

103 

CRAIN 1-9 

SCCNft IRfNO 

30.0 

U5<ICN TEXAS PITPC 

-•RWN A *C*KII INC 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA OK 




A405S1S 21959 

35073237*9 

1C1 

FRANCIS 02 

SCGNtt TPfND 

75.0 

EXXON Cf USA 

-C f HARMON Oil INC 


RECEIVED: 

10/11/83 JA' OK 




*405141 24714 

3504723**3 

U3 

rnfR #1-13 


0.0 

AGCO OH 1 GAS CO 

-CtARi RESOURCES INC 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA OR 




*40512* 222*1 

35*7323*9* 

It 2 -4 

U^R 18-1 TMISSISSXPPl SOIIOI 

SOONER tPU.0 

1*0.0 

IttPRCN PETROLEUM 

-CONOCO INC 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/03 JA: DK 

• 



840*147 2*870 

35009265*2 

107-DP 

GREEN ESTATES •24 w *2 

s w Rmmo 

500 .0 

CCIANOMA NATURAL 

. 8405181 7197® 

3507300*00 

168 

HOBBS ”30" •! 

OOVER-HENhESSCV 

0 • 

CITIES SERVICE 01 

•CO f ION PETROLEUM CORPORATION 

RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA: OK 




84C5592 21431 

351212692® 

U2-4 1C3 

tAIUlS #1 

SOUTH BRCUER 

o.« 

APTAIfSAS LOU IS J AN 

*405199 241C* 

3505121440 

103 

SPEARS 01 

NORGE SU 

o.t 

PHILLIPS PETROL10 

-CUrWlNCS Oil CO 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/53 JAt OK 




*405411 74J34 

3507373**7 

103 

8RXDAI m A m 01-12 


0.0 

TRENTON CAS CD 

-OAMSON Oil CORPORATION 

RECEIVED: 

18/31/83 JA> OK 




*40534? 71457 

33*552*153 

1*8 

THOMPSON *1 

N U MANOUM 

7 0 

EL PASO NATURAL C 

-DAVIS Oil COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

18/32/83 JA' OK 




. 8405377 773*4 

3512920917 

102-2 

OIAIS *1 

SHCRU !H£ 

0.0 

TRA.liStit STERN PIPE 

-DIAMOND SHAMROCK CORPORATION 

RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA* OK 

ENID NORTHWEST 


CMAMPLIN PETROLCU 

•40515® 22657 

35047*00*0 

10ft 

•ENT2 *1 

*.0 

*405157 77651 

35047060*0 

108 

ROADS-MORRIS *1 

ENID HORINl.’fST 

0.0 

CHAMPS 1M PETKN.EU 

•4Q515S 22651 

35*4700*0* 

10* 

TMOMPSOH-UINCHCSIER *1 

ENID NOKTHUEST 

e.e 

CHAfIPLXN PCTROIEU 

-CAGLE PETROLEUM CORP 


RECCtVCD' 

10/31/83 JA= CK 



PHILLIPS PETROiCl) 

*4*5129 196** 

35*732350* 

1*1 

JOHNSON A-i-23 


it.f 

•CARISBORO Oil AND GAS 

CO INC 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA' OK 

IVAHMOe 


• 

*405184 219** 

350*722493 

1*3 

ROACH 91-30 

0.0 


-€<C Oil CO 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA* OK 



OKAN OAS CO 

*40531* 74171 

3514723954 

1*8 

THOMAS *31-4 S€ 531-T25N-RI4C 

0GIE58Y OAS 

16.0 

-Cl RASO NATURAL GAS COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/S3 JAt OK 



CL PASO NATURAL 0 

840335* 23233 

350*933559 

108-P8 

PUCKETT C 91 

ERICK SOUTH 

0.0 

•INCROY EXCHANGE CORP 

RECEIVED! 

10/SI/A3 JA: OK 



PHILLIPS PEtROitU 

840534® 24101 

35*3723794 

103 

MCIT *1 

SOONER TREND 

225.1 

-ISSIX EXPLORATION INC 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA* OK 

NORTHEAST WOODWARD 



•4*5345 741*2 

35153213*9 

1*3 

YOUNG *1 

0.0 


-CXKCN CORPORATION 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA* OK 



PHILLIPS PETROL 

8405194 24743 

35**7?2453 

1*3 

CAMRICK UNIT 02272 

C AMUCK 

If. o 

•PAICON RCIROICVN COMPANY 

RECEIVED 1 

10/31/83 JA: OK 



PAHHAftDlf CAS TERN 

84053*1 73819 

35*0721*7* 

168 

PATTERSON 91 

n u r»CF«CY 

13.9 

-fURVRC Oil * GAS CORN 


RICEIVED* 

19/31/83 JA* OK 



ENSERCH rxPLORAT! 

8405405 240*7 

350492192* 

103 

A88EE tl 


13.9 

-Gt*ZCR J U 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JA* OK 



PHILLIPS PElROLfU 

840533® 24211 

3514321715 

1*3 

GOFF l* 

5NAKE CREEK 

25.0 

84*533? 24712 

3511124231 

1*3 

PERRY 11 

WHDCAT 

109.5 

PHILLIPS PCTRCt P 

-GTf>R<%€ C FEARS 


RECEIVED' 

10/31/83 JAi OK 



EASON Oil CO 

8405331 246*4 

350*30*600 

163 

TURNER t? 


0.0 

8405352 240*3 

35**321113 

103 

TURNER #3 


0.0 

EASON OIL CO 

-OETIY Oil COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA: OK 



OKLAHOMA NAIU 

•4*5159 217*5 

351370*000 

1C8 

EO Kill IN6SU0R TH *3 

SHD-VH-TUM 

4.0 

-GREEN OPERATINC CO 


RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA: OK 



CITIES SERVICE CO 

*4*517* 7421* 

350932026* 

1*8 

AUIY 16-1 

SOONER TREND 

0.0 

-CHIP Oil CORPORATION 


RECEIVED: 

10/31/83 JAt OK 




8405115 23977 

35*3724*24 

105 

ClAPA MAY GRCOWJOCD «3-2* 

MAHNfORD CREO FORKI 

0.0 


-HARPER Oil COMPANY 


RECEIVED: 

16/31'A3 JA: OK 



ARKANSAS LOUIS!*** 

8405114 21974 

3504723305 

103 

MSGt 93 

N DRUMMOND 

127.0 

-HARRY M DIAMOND INC 


RCCEJVCO* 

10/31/*3 JA 1 OK 




•4C5570 24*99 

3506320944 

103 

too 11 

LAMAR 

73.0 

TRAN5CK PI PC * * 

*4054*2 24*9* 

350*321423 

1*3 

ROSA 01 

IAMAR 

100.0 

TRANSCK PIPE l!*w 

-HAUKJNS Oil I GAS INC 


RECEIVED' 

10/31/53 JA> OK 



UNION TEXAS PETRO 

840539* 2413* 

35*4723293 

103 

ZION 01-16 

5 E Z1CN 

42.0 

-HElMl RICH 1 PAYNE INC 


RECEIVED' 

10/31/83 JA: OK 



MICHIGAN I4ISC3HSX 

. *405379 22129 

351492*11* 

102-2 

ROBERTS 01-23 

CORN COLONY 

275.0 

-J 1 O EXPLORATION INC 


RECEIVED: 

11/31/83 JA* OK 


1*61.5 


*405404 24**6 

350490000* 

103 

BONANZA *1 



-J N MV8CR CORPORATION 


RECEIVED' 

18/31/83 JAt OK 


200.0 

fANHANOU EASTERN 

•4*5311 21953 

35007222*3 

1*3 

tRYAN 01-14 

IICHT 

*405172 241*3 

35*572*847 

1*3 

PETERS I2A 

NORTH tlGBlf 

310.S 

SUN EXPLORATION A 

-*AISit-FRANCIS OH COMPANY 

RECEIVED r 

1*/31/83 J A: OK 


100.0 

AMINOIL USA INC 

*4051*9 24053 

35*1922700 

103 

PITTS 91-3 

n lussrr 

-lERR MCGCI CCRPORATION 

RECEIVED' 

10/31/83 JA* OK 



TRANSliESTfRN PIPE 

: 84*540* 21777 

356312093* 

102-2 

MillCR ■! 

ncTCHtw 

0.0 
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JO NO JA OKT 

API NO 0 

SECT 1) SECT 

-t R TRENCH JR 


RECEIVED’ 

8405384 

24748 

3508322428 

103 

-lADD PETROLEUM CORPORATION 

RECEIVED’ 

8405338 

24222 

15147C0CCC 

103 

8405338 

24221 

3514700000 

103 

-IATIGO OIL 1 GAS INC 


RECEIVCO’ 

84OS3S0 

24257 

1S1S36C0C0 

108 

8405348 

24258 

3515320540 

108 

-LCCDC OIL 

1 GAS INC 


RECEIVED’ 

8405383 

21088 

3500820 354 

102-3 103 

8405380 

258S0 

3505121414 

107-DP 

-IU8ELL OIL CO 


RECEIVED’ 

8405315 

24144 

3504321801 

103 

-MAY PETROLEUM INC 


RCCE1VEO’ 

8405403 

24044 

3501722418 

103 

-MOBIL OIL 

CORP 


RECEIVED’ 

8405344 

24141 

3501800000 

108 

8405345 

24142 

1501900000 

108 

-MONSANTO 

company 


RECEIVED’ 

8405354 

24078 

3501520713 

103 

-OfS-tUlSA CORP 


RECEIVED’ 

8405343 

2380S 

350470C00C 

101 

8405344 

23808 

3507323598 

103 

8405140 

23803 

3507323744 

103 

8485342 

23804 

3507373447 

103 

-OIL CAPITAL 1 LvPlORATION CO 

RECEIVED’ 

8405375 

24183 

3510721141 

103 


rmn name 


JA’ ck 


-CKMAR Oil COMPANY 
8‘.CS3<.» 24241 3S037Z1198 

-OSBORN HEIRS CO 

0405395 24247 1SC112177S 

•PtIRO-lCUlS CORPORATION 
8495338 23933 35C47CCOOO 

-PETROLEUM INC 

8405148 ??C0t 3513821178 

-pniuips petroleum company 
8*05318 24182 3507322928 

840537B 24351 3500700008 

-PSCC INC 

8405324 25323 3508122081 

8405323 25322 3508122054 

-RALPH 8 PLOTHtR 011 8 0A5 INVEST 
„ 8405387 24142 3501722504 

-*TD MOLE Oil CO 
8405340 24233 3501121788 

“flCR 8UCIC 011 8 CAS C0RP 
8405481 24104 3501722342 

-RICRS EXPLORATION CO 
•405347 21408 3513321387 

-SAMSON RESOURCES COMPANY 
„ 8405343 2704 3508720218 

r-SANfA fC-ANOOVCt Oil CO 


3501121837 

3501121821 

3501121438 

3507323758 

3581121848 

3581722238 

3511700008 

3508J21827 

3512120851 


8405353 24C77 

8405374 74184 

8405374 24338 

8405407 24074 

8405377 24348 

-SENECA Oil CO 
8405381 22273 

-SERVICE DRILLING CO 
84C5384 24080 

-SOUIHI AN© ROYAL IY CO 
8405412 24173 

-5PCCTRA ENERGY CORP 

8405374 21344 

-SPRW0 HOC PETROLEUM INC 
8405380 22133 3511123538 

-tcnhfco oil company 

8405322 24238 3504321710 

8405321 24738 3512121042 


8405387 24082 

-ICHER PETROLEUM CO 
8405382 23884 

-1RAH5CO Oil CO 
8405404 24C48 

-1X0 PRODUCTION CORP 
8405317 24181 

8405373 24180 

-VAUC in GOOD Oil CO 
8405532 23858 

-VllRSCN 8 COCHRAN 
8405410 24228 

-VULCAN ENERGY CORP 
8405371 24151 

-UNFA HAND Oil CO 
8405408 22021 


|FR Ooc S3-12804 P.Ud 12-6-83 8 4ft «tn] 

DllllMQ COOL 8717-01-C 


RECEIVED* 

108 

RECEIVED' 

103 

RECEIVED’ 

103 

RECEIVED' 
102-4 
RECEIVED• 
108 
108 

RECEIVED’ 

107-Tf 

107-TR 

IN RECEIVED' 
103 

RECEIVED’ 

103 

RECEIVED’ 

US 

RECCIVEO’ 
182-4 103 

RECEIVED’ 
ie8-ER 
RECEIVED’ 
183 
103 
183 
103 
103 

RECEIVED’ 

102-4 

RECEIVED’ 

183 

RECEIVED’ 

108 

RECEIVED’ 

102-4 

RECEIVED’ 

183 

RECC1VEO: 

103 

103 

RECEIVED* 


10/31/83 
X55AC 81 
10/31/83 JA’ OR 

LAWSON BJ-W 
IAUSON 81-10 
10/31/83 JA- OX 

KTRCUSOH 81 
rCRGUSON 835-1 
10/31/83 JA * OK 

GUBINS 81-4 
RUST «1 

10/51/83 JA * DK 

S10U1 01-24 
10/31/83 JA* OR 

PAY-CRIES 81 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 

GRAHAM OCESC UNIT 833-1 (DUNCAN 01) 
GRAHAM OCCSC UNIT 845-2 (Hill 82) 
10/31/83 JA* OK 
KAfVI 81 

10/31/83/ JA* OR 
8AR8ARI 81-8 
BEATRICE 81-11 

CTMCl TMOMSfM-ROSEMARY 82-14 
TRINITY SCHOOL 81-32 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 
CORA DAILEY 01 
10/31/83 JAi OR 
S1ARR 837 

10/31/83 JA’ OK 
CBCRHAROT 81 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 

HAROLD 832-2 
10/31/83 JA: OK 

OKLAHOMA STATE "J" 03 
10/31/83 JA* OK 

ERNEST A 81 
STEVENS CM 81 

18/31/83 JA* OK 

CLINK1NG8CARO 01-2 
S1C1N 82-3 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 

PLOTNER-JCAM 81-38 
10/31/83 JA* OK 

LEONARD 81 
10/31/83 JA: OK 

JONES 8| 

10/31/83 JA* CK 

801CRJACK 820-8 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 

lEUtS UNIT 82 
10/31/83 JA* OK 

fCMQN 030-4 
GPABCU 818*4 
MlffEl 832-3 
CM IS 070-2 
UYJICR 025-2 
10/51/83 JA' OK 
i!A$*:ecHrcK «r-33 
10/31/83 JA * OK 
SCHOOllAND 04 
10/31/83 JA’ OK 
CCRHEISON *1-33 
18/31/83 JA* CK 
ROGERS it 

18/31/83 JA* OK 

KOERNER •A" LEASE KELL 82 
10/31/85 JA’ OK 
C05TIEY 81-28 
ROLLINGS 81-18 
10/31/83 JAi OK 


CHEYENNE VALLEY 


WAYSIDE Ml 
WAYSIDE N C 


NORTHWEST WOODWARD 
NORTHEAST klINC 


SOUTH ELK CITY 
EAST YEAGER 


SMO VEl TUfl 

sho vu run 

S W CANYON CITY 

SOONER IRfNO 
SGONtR TREND 
SCONff TREND 
SOONER TREND 

IRON POST 

CUSHING 

N U OMEGA 

UAUKOMIS 

SOUTH GUYMOM 

SOUTHEAST AITQNA 
lAVffNE T10RPCU 


HU OkEENC 
SOONER TREND 
UtSI FREEDOM 
CHESTER SAND 


351Q300COO 

103 

STATE Of OKLAHOMA 

«EC€IVCD> 

10/31/83 JA* 

OK 

3501521518 

107-4 

BARCCS 011-1 


RCCC1VCO! 

10/31/83 JA’ 

OK 

3511124201 

103 

T RAMS CO-MORGAN •! 

RECEIVED* 

10/31/83 JA’ 

OK 

3504371722 

103 

IU1UR -C- 


3504371718 

103 

TRICE "A- 01 


RECEIVCO! 

1Q/3I/83 JA* 

OK 

35053C00C0 

103 

MILKENS 02 



RECEIVED! 

10/31/81 JA* 

OK 

3504321684 

103 

RODISON 01-33 


RECEIVED’ 

10/31/83 JA> 

OK 

3507322472 

103 

ROCfRS 91 



RECEIVED’ 

10/31/81 JA* 

OK 

3564521111 

102-4 

BCRfVMAN fA-3 



CLIO WEST 
AIDCRSOM 
NORTH ICGGS 
SOUTHEAST 

south orei;er 

8THINGS EAST 


H PUt~AH 
W DAKUSCD 


WA TONGA TREND 
S00H7R TREND 
EAST PACK5A001E 


PROD PURCHASER 

115.8 PIONEER GAS PRQCJ 

1.0 NCRiHUESf CENTRAL 

I. 2 NORTHWEST CENTRAL 

S.O NORTHERN NATURAL 
187 NORTHERN NATURAL 

758.0 EL PASO NATURAL G 
747.0 UNITED GAS PIPE L 

168.0 OKLAHOMA NATURAL 

168.5 

0.2 LONE STAR GAS CO 
0.2 LONE STIR GAS CO 

150.0 TKANGGK PIPELINE 

10.0 CITIES SERVICE CO 
10.0 OFS-TVLSA CORP 
35.0 PMIIUPS PETROLCU 
25.0 PHILLIPS PETROLCU 

10.0 KERR-(1CGEE CCRP 

0.4 ARCO OIL I GAS CO 

150.0 MUSTANG PUEL CORP 

25.8 PARTNERSHIP PROPE 

125.0 PANHANDLE EASTERN 

8.8 CNG WESTERN INC 
8.0 NORTHERN NATURAL 

8.0 CL PASO NATURAL 0 
8.0 CL PASO NATURAL G 

27.8 PHILLIPS PETROLCU 
385.0 PIONEER GAS PRCGU 

0.0 PHILLIPS PETROLCU 

255.0 DELHI GAS PIPELIN 

0.0 MICHIGAN W15CGNS1 

180.0 OKLAHOMA GAS PIPE 
135.0 ckl/.uc?:a CIS PIPE 
54.0 PHILLIPS rciroiru 
2C0.0 UARREM PCTROUUH 
142.0 DULAnDiU GAS PIPE 

II. 0 PHILLIPS PC7POICO 
18.0 NORTHWEST CENTRAL 

3.7 PIONEER OAS PRCDu 
1.0 ARKANSAS LOUIS! 

15.3 PHILLIPS PETROLEU 
SO 

250.0 TENNESSEE GAS PIP 

8.7 ARCO CIL 8 GAS CO 
0.8 PIONEER GAS PROOU 

218.3 PHILLIPS PETROLCU 

08 DELHI CAS PIPELIN 
0.0 DELHI CAS PIPELIN 

n.o 

2S.0 PHILLIPS PLIROLEU 
200.0 PHILLIPS PETROIFU 
8.1 PANHAMDIE EASTERN 
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I Volume 1013 ) 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Issued: December 2.1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a "D" 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 


under 18 CFR 275.206. at the 
Commission’s Division of Public 
Information. Room 1000, 825 North 
Capitol St.. Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may. in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204. file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NT1S). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) 487-4808, 5285 
Port Royal Rd.. Springfield. Va. 22161. 

Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5 Mile rule) 

102-3: New well (1000 Ft. rule) 

102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: N?w reservior on aid OCS lease 
Section 107-DP. 15.000 feet or deeper 
107-CB: Geopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal Seams 
107-DV: Devonian Shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 

Section 106: Stripper well 
106-SA: Seasonally affected 
106-ER: Enhanced recovery 

108- PB: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


jo no j a wr 


NOTICE Or DETERMINATIONS 

ho o 5tea, »«*, urn AW™ wu;Bara 2 * 1981 


field name 


VOLUME 1015 

prod purchaser 


KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF MINES • MINERAL5 


-COLUMSU CAS TRANSMISSION CCRP 


8*055*6 505*66 
8*055*4 )05H« 
8*0560* 505*76 
8*055*2 505*4* 
0*055*0 505*42 
0*054)0 505*8? 
0*055*1 505*45 
0*0540* 505*81 
0*0558* 505*41 
0*05585 505*5? 
0*05505 505*55 
0*05401 505*75 
0*05507 505*5* 
0*05607 505*7* 
0*055*5 505*47 
0*055*7 505*** 
0*05436 505970 
0*0541? 505*8* 
0*05600 505*7? 
0*055*5 506945 
0*05411 505*85 
0*0540? 505*7* 
0*06605 595975 
0*05605 505977 
0**5504 505*58 
0*05560 505*60 
0*056*8 505*79 
0*05608 505*80 
0*0559* 505*71 
0-.C555? 50595* 
6*0550* 505*56 


1615*00000 

141*500000 

161*500000 

161*500090 

1615*00900 

1615*00000 

1615*00000 

161*500000 

1607100900 

1607100000 

1615*00000 

1619500000 

1615*00000 

1619500000 

1619500000 

1419509009 

1619500000 

1619500000 

1615900000 

161199000) 

1415*00000 

141*600000 

1615*00090 

1615*00009 

1615*00090 

1615*00900 

1415*00000 

1*15*00090 

1615*00000 

1415*00090 

1415*90000 


COMPASS PETROLEUM INDUSTRIES INC 


0*0561* 50675* 

0*054)2 596518 

0.054)1 506517 

0*054)5 506852 

8*0569) 5065*6 

0*0562* 50*512 

0*056)0 50651) 

0*054)8 506850 

8.054)7 50685* 

0*056)6 50685) 


140850)500 
1600500900 
1605533900 
1608500000 
1*08500009 
16:5509000 
1699503003 
K385C?0?5 
1638500330 
1608590009 
ELIZABETH AKERS ELLIOTT MtMOiUl 
8.95416 5065*7 16)95501?? 

OLIVER n ROBERTS 


RECEIVED* ll/fS/8) JAi KY 

107-DV A L MOORE «7 8S5G72 

107-D’/ AMANDA CHARLES r? 806225 

107-dv s t gittunsoN cm sansi 

197-DV DAVID ADAMS CTAl 805*6* 

107-DV FEDERAL CAS OIL l COAL CO 8053*2 

197-DV FEDERAL GAS OIL I COAL CO 895**6 

197-DV FEDERAL CAS OH I COAL 2? 805**2 

197-DV 0 C 8EV1N5 898*1) 

197-DV 6 W AKERS t* 8952*7 

197-DV GRANT k'EODTNCTON 85*5*4 

197-DV J C FlCTCMfR 88*386 

197-DV J M I C DAVIS M r fRS 80S)** 

197-DV J R StIPP B)*62» 

197-DV KENIIAND C6C 9117 8987*1 

197-DV KEMHAND CtC ■.*! 8061*0 

197-DV KfUHAND C4C *?* 80*2*5 

107-DV KC Nil AND CIC 9)* 8986*5 

107-DV KENHAND CSC CO 80*900 

107-DV KIZ.Mt IRIPICTI EIAt 8032*9 

197-DV L DAY 92 895692 

107-DV MABEL 5 AGAS5IZ ETAl 89*555 

107-DV MAJ COLL 6 Ml/RR MIN 5 808*6) 

107-DV MT STERLING ID *1 80862) 

107-DV MT STERUN& ID *5 80B670 

107-DV ROSCOt KIRK flAl 89*57* 

107-DV TAUllEe MAYNARD 89301? 

107-DV TCO FEE TR *21 80651* 

107-OV TCO FEE TR t?l 838511 

107-DV ICO FEE 806707 

107-DV U4PD 6 OL'RGCR 80)*)* 

197-DV I'M BLANKENSHIP 89*5*3 

RECEIVED* 11/0 3/3 3 JA 8 1 

197-DV OllMJIPDXC HEIRS *5 PERM!! 9)7*19 

198 ETTA BLAND tl 

198 ETTA BLAND 92 

107-DV HARLEY 0AVJ5 61 

107-DV MAPlEY DAVIS •) 

105 HD'.'iPD BLAND •! 

198 HOWARD BtANO »2 

197-DV RAY N‘LINGER 4) 

197-DV ROBIN DlJT’IDDIC *2 

197-DV SENNINGCR «2 

RECEIVED* !l</ai/)) JA* «Y 

197-DV P1KFVIUE PUBLIC M05P1IAL CARP 

RECEIVED* Il/OJ/8) JA * KY 


KENTUCKY 

ARFA 

c 

1.0 

COLUMBIA 

gas 

TRAN 

KEMtUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0 2 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KEWtOfKY 

AREA 

c 

SO 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

*.Q 

COLOMBIA 

GAS 

TRAM 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

0 2 

COLUMBIA 

G*S 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

22.0 

COLUMBIA 

045 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

*0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

K!NTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

3.0 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

T9 IN 

KEKTUCKf 

AREA 

B 

36.0 

COLUUBIA 

GAS 

TRAN 

Kr»:7UCKY 

AREA 

B 

*.0 

COLOMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KLH1 L'CKV 

AREA 

c 

1* 0 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAS 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

* 0 

CJIUMBXA 

CAS 

TRAM 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

4.0 

■ ; ■ 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

2 0 

courtsiA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARIA 

C 

* 0 

COtVJMUA 

CAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

21.0 

fOMBTlMA 

CAS 

IRAN 


AREA 

c 

4.1 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

T*AN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

14.9 

COLUMBIA 

GAS 

TRAIL 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

7.9 

COL D*«B Z A 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

1 

S.B 

C 011*191A 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

ARC A 

c 

21-9 

COL DM* IA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

9.9 

CClLT'3 IA 

CAS 

IRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

l* 8 

COLUMBIA 

CAS 

TRAN 

KL HTUr KY 

AREA 

c 

7 0 

Columbia 

GAS 

TRAN 

• 

AREA 

c 

80 

cot HBU 

CAS 

TRAN 

k r n Tuck y 

AREA 

B 

7.0 

C0UK191A 

CAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

19.0 

caiucniA 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

8 0 

cou*r,3iA 

GAS 

TRAN 

■ 

AREA 

c 

12 0 

C0Ur.t51A 

GAS 

TRIM 

, 

AREA 

c 

6 0 

Columbia 

GAS 

TRAN 

KENTUCKY 

AREA 

c 

3.0 

colum:ia 

GAS 

IRAN 

SHREWSBURY 


S.) 

EQUITABLE LIFE AS 

SHREWSBURY 


16 2 

EOUlTiELE LIFE AS 

SHRClrtBURY 


16 2 

EQUITABLE LIFE AS 

5‘iRtIfSBUPT 


6 * 

EQUITABLE LHC AS 

SUP CITS SUtY 


6.* 

EtUlMlir LIFE AS 

5Utm:5BlRY 


6 2 

EMITABlC LIFE AS 

siittusso: 

:v 


4 2 

COUXTASEt tI r E *3 

5HRf *J*CURY 


6 6 

ECU! MCI E LITE AS 

SuritlSBURY 


6 4 

equitable life AS 

ShREittWRY 


4 6 

equitable urt as 

SIC SANDY 


1S.0 





BILLING COOC 8717-01-C 
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JO NO JA Wt 


API MO 


D SCCC11 stc<?> yen tune 


baosois soars? uomooooo iot-dv 

a****)) 504720 isioscooeo io;-ov 

-w f mton trustee acct >i: received* 

atestw soasab 1419549492 io7-ov 

-W E ElUOIT TRUSTEE ACCT 513 RECEIVED* 

baosaib 504549 1019541093 io7-dv 

-y C IUIOTT TRUSTEE ACCT 514 RECEIVED* 

8405414 504544 1419344J39 197-DV 

-W E ELLIOTT TRUSTEE ACCT 517 RECEIVED* 

84054)5 504459 1419500000 100 

-U U i1 HOSET RECEIVED* 

8405428 504501 1419500000 108 

-U W LINDSEY I U E EllIOTT RECEIVED* 

8405*23 504504 1413300000 108 

84054?1 504502 1419500000 108 

8405422 504503 1419)00000 108 

8405420 504500 1419500000 108 

8405424 504505 1419500000 108 

8405427 504508 1419500000 108 

8405424 504507 1419500000 108 

8405425 504584 1419500000 108 

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


EMUL 541I58URY 01 
tEO STURGILL 
11/03/83 JA> IT 

Silt 8URCHCTT ACC? 512 
11/03/83 JA= KV 

laiRCNETT-HlIlllAMSOM ACCT 513 
11/03/83 JA kv 

Eli IOT T-RG44E ACCT 514 
11/03/83 J4 1 KY 

y C MAK81ET ET At ACCT 517 01 
11/03/83 JA ! KV 

0 F JOHNSON II 
11/03/83 JA * KY 

ClIFfORD CAMPBELL •? 

JOHN J STUART II (STUART I RCCf > 
KENTUCKY RIVER COAL CORF 13 
t 0 rtUllCN *1 (GUI BRANCH) 

MC4VIN MALI tl 

VIRGINIA IRON I COKE CO II (VIC 01> 

VIRGINIA IRON I COKE CO •? IVlC •?> 

VIRGINIA IRON | COKE CO 03 (VIC IS) 

... 


rifio n4«e 

JO*«HS CREEK 
IROSHY CREEK 
CREASY CREEK 
OROACOOl TC*1 


VICCO 

RfGlHA 

VICCO 

OORTON 

RiriviUE 

DOCTON 

DOFTON 

OORTON 


-WOLVERINE GAS 

t OIL 

COMPANY INC 

RECEIVED** 

11/01/83 JA 1 MI 

848S531 


2105500000 

182-4 

SIEINMULER 1-29 

8405530 


2114700000 

102-4 

TCSCHIER 1-7 

MISSISSIPPI 

OIL 1 

GAS BOARD 




-AMOCf!fUN/SmtM OPERATING CO RECEIVED* 

8485541 48-83-584 2389520404 103 

•LOUISIANA tAND I EXPLORATION CO RECEIVED* 

8415542 41-83-534 2307720871 102-2 

•415543 47-83*544 2311520817 102-2 

8405539 51-83-54 2309520392 102-3 

-Stun OIL CO igCtlVEP* 


11/03/83 JA * nS 

TUBS 20-11 ll 
11/03/83 JA* ns 

A c LAMBERT 11 

DR L D AlF^NflNY 24-13 NEIL 01 
1 T SCNTFR 38-15 *1 
11/03/83 JA • flS 


8405540 40-83-384 2Sl?12»985 107-d* EDGE ET Al (/HI T ^JJ^ 

NORTH DAKOTA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 


-8UC0 DEVELOPMENT CORF RECEIVED* 

8405538 843 3305309742 142-2 

-NESA PETROUUn CO RECEIVED* 

8405533 858 3382500344 142-2 

-5AI1EtAN OIL CORPORATION RECEIVED* 

•405537 842 3310501045 102-2 

-SOUIMPORT EXPLORATION INC RECCIVCO* 

0405534 859 33093C1444 103 

-5UPERI0R OIL CO RECEIVED* 

840553S 840 3305301490 102-2 

•TEXACO INC RECEIVED' 

8405534 841 3305301484 ]D3 

-UNIVERSAL RESOURCES COLORATION RECEIVED* 

2405532 857 3)05300000 112-2 

OHIO DEPARTMENT Of NATURAE RESOURCES 


11/03/83 JA* NO 

5HICP CREEK STOEM 2-1 
11/03/83 JA* NO 

FENTON 27-1 
11/03/83 JA* ND 

MONSON TRUST 11-29 
11/03/83 JA* N!> 

FEDERAI CABOOSE H-22 
11/03/83 JA» ND 

NOt»«N 113-2 
11/03/83 JA* NO 

BLUE BUTTES MADISON UNIT 00232 
11/03/83 JA* ND 

SULLIVAN 3-29 


-AMERICAN EXPLORATION CO 
8405S44 340312313S 

-APPALACHIAN EXPLORATION INC 
8405S47 34 IS12144 3 

-BRADEN DEVELOPMENT COMPANY 
8405548 3414725447 

-CAVENDISH PETROLEUM OF OHIO INC 
6405549 340592)725 

-CASEARCH INC 

8405551 3410323427 

8405550 3410323424 

0405552 34)0323418 

-GREENLAND PETROLEUM CO 

3412125051 


8405544 

-J D DRILLING CO 
8405553 
8405555 
8405554 

-JOB INC 
840555* 

-l i i on co Inc 
8405557 

-NORRIS AGNES AGENT 
8405545 

-ORION ENCROY CORP 
8405541 
54C55A0 
8405458 
8405559 

-PROFESSIONAL PETROLEUM INC 
841554? 3414727439 

-R5C EMfRGY CORP 

8485543 3411924380 

8405544 341)924433 

-SANTA Ft DRILLING CO INC 


3410522^88 

34)0522704 

3410522703 

3414724935 

3411124090 

3411)21244 

3414923544 
34)4923480 
34]3)238*4 
341572)502 


RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JA< C»« 

108 marjorii nccoras n 

RECEIVED* 1 1/02/83 JA* OH 

107-TF KEITH UNIT II 

RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JA OH 

107-DV ENOCH 11 

RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JA* OH 

108 OHIO POWER IN 

RECEIVED* 11/82/83 JA * OH 

103 107-TF HOILOPETER UNIT 41 

183 107-TF NCUOPCTfR UNIT 12 

101 107-TF LtSUR 5C12ER «1-A 

RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JA* OH 

SMI IN II 

11/02/83 JA* OH 

CHARLES y I BEULAH CORNELL 11 
CHARLES W A BEULAH CORNELL «1 
CLAIR C 10S0 11 
11/02/83 JA* OH 

RALPH LONO PU-171 
11/02/83 JA: CM 

•IHFGAR II 
11/f?/83 JA* OH 

BLOCK HEIRS 11 PERMIT 41244 
11/02/83 JA* OH 
ANDERSON 11 
HUMAN 12 
HAOINGER ll 
rUKKOVtCN 12 
11/02/83 JA* OH 
USA/MILDREN IS 
11/82/83 JA* OH 
107-TF CONSOLIDATION COAL 
it7-TF CONSOLIDAIICN CCAl 


107-DV 
•ECEIVEDi 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
RECEIVED* 

107-DV 
RECEIVED* 

107-DV 
RECEIVED! 

108 

RECEIVED* 

107-Tr 
107-TF 
107-TF 
107-TF 
RECEIVED* 

107-DV 
RECEIVED* 

103 
103 

RECEIVED* 11/02/85 


JA* OH 


CP 855 
- CR 154 


8405S4I 

3414725551 

107-DV 

ARtltLlR AND ALICE WINER 

«! 

8405*88 

3414725552 

107-DV 

ARTHUR AND ALICE W|K£* 

• 

8405549 

341472(740 

107-DV 

BERNARD THOMPSON 11 


8415570 

3414724774 

107-DV 

FLOSSIE PHELPS tl 


0405572 

34147270 SO 

107-DV 

GENEVA BORKHART 13 


8415571 

3414724411 

107-DV 

CENEX tURKMARf 12 


84R55A5 

34)4725518 

I C 7 -(TV 

UQVD ANO KA1HRYN BOOTH 

• 1 

8405344 

3414725522 

107-PV 

THOMAS ANO CAROLYN POLK 

• 1 

■SOUIMERN 

TRIANGLE Oil CO IKC 

KCCEJVEO* 

11/C2/E3 JA* CM 


8405574 

34)272)25? 

D 108 

COMMUNITY INDUSTRIAL ASSOC 

8405573 

3405921241 

108 

MARGARET SCNUTMART •) 



8LA1R •29- 
CASCO 7 


FOUPMIte CREEK 

TOPEKA 

TROV 

AftlROECN 
S y FTHEY WOODS 


BEICECAL 
BEAR CREEK 

last chance 

BOXCAR DUTTE 
ELK 

HUE BUT ICS 
KEENE 


COPLEY 

IHDfTEHDINCC 


MDNTVlLIt 

noHtvmc 

rJHTVlllE 

JACJLSOH 

SUTTON 
BVltCN 
Lt!ANON 

RENO 

FRANK LIN 

CENTER TOWNSHIP 

CHESTER 

CHESTER 

AT'.IAltP 

6CSMLM 

INDEPENDENCE 

IM SKINOTDM 
WASHINGTON 

SALEM 

WASHINGTON 

fearing 
LIS r KlT 
LlBfRlY 
LIBERIY 
LIBERTY 
SALEM 

C A MM 100 € NORTH 
CAMBRIDGE HS 


PROD PURCHASER 

8.0 COILTIBIA GAS TRAN 
00 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

100 COLUMBIA GAS TRAM 

4.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

12.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

12.8 COLUMBIA OAS ItIN 

2.0 COLUMBIA OAS IRAN 

8.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 
2.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAM 
11.0 COLUMBIA OAS IRAN 
4.0 COLUMBIA CAS IR*N 
1.0 COLUMBIA CAS IRAN 
5.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 
SO COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
5.0'COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 


100.0 CONSUMERS POWER C 
350 0 MICHIGAN CONSOL ID 


158.0 

1500.0 TENNESSEE CAS PIP 
280.0 I ERAS EASTERN TRA 
300.0 TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

3000 0 TRANSCONTINENTAl 


00 KOCH OIL CO 
223.0 

87-0 PHILLIPS PETROLEU 
34.0 PEHDIMO 
35.0 PHILIIP5 PETROLCU 
32.0 AMERADA HESS CORP 
0.8 AMINOIL USA INC 


18.0 COLUMBIA OAS TPAN 

73.0 YANKEE RESOURCES 

2.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

8.8 EAST OHIO OAS CO 

20.0 EAST OHIO CIS CO 
20 8 EAST OHIO GAS CO 
20.0 EAST OHIO OAS CO 

100 0 EAST OHIO GAS CO 

80 COttmOlA GAS TRAN 
9.0 COLUMBIA G* A TRAN 
8 • CO Hint IA OAS TRAN 

8.0 RIVER OAS CO 

2S.0 

1.4 RIVER OAS CO 

18.0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
10.8 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
20.0 EAST OHIO OAS CO 
25.0 EAST OHIO GAS CO 

20 8 

14.0 REPUBLIC SIECL CO 
14 0 REPUBLIC STEEL CO 

50 0 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
M O COLUMBIA 0-15 TRAN 
50 0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 
50 0 COLUMBIA GA» TRAN 
SO 4 COLUMBIA CAS IRAN 
50.0 COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

50.0 COLUM3IA GAS IRAN 
50 0 COLUMBIA GAS (RAN 

2 8 CO"SOlfD'VED GAS 
0 9 COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
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JD NO JA DKT 

API NO 

D 

SECC1) SCC«2> WELL NAME 


-STOCKCRISITLER INC 



RECEIVED* 

11/02/83 JA> 

OH 

8405577 

3415722713 


108 

DOA'IE UNIT 11 


0499579 

3415722543 


108 * 

STOCKER UNIT 

01 

8405574 

3415722704 


108 

WATSON UNIT 01 

-WILLIAM N TIPKA 



RECEIVED* 

11/02/03 JA* 

OH 

0405570 

3415722445 


108 

DAVIDSON 01 


8405579 

3415722404 


108 

JOE YOUNG •! 


8405580 

3415723335 

D 

108 

ORR-RABER 01 


-WI1CO CHE711CAL CORP 



RECEIVED* 

11/02/83 JA* 

OH 




3*15123790 103 


107-TF RILEY tl 


WEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF MINES 

-BRAXTON OIL AND GAS 

CORP 

received* 

11/03/83 JA« WV 

0405477 

4709702517 

107-DV 

BRAKE «1 

-CLINT HURT 1 ASSOCIATES INC 

RECEIVED* 

11/03/83 JA* WV 

0405441 

4707901112 

107-DV 

FR * NK HARDY 91 

-COASTAL CORP 


received* 

11/03/83 JA: WV 

040548) 

4710301273 

107-DV 

JENNINGS MORGAN «1 

8409480 

4710301274 

107-DV 

LEI AND THOMAS 91 

8405479 

4710301275 

107-DV 

YOHO 91 

-EAGLE PETROLEUM CO 


RECEIVED* 

11/03/03 JA* WV 

8405463 

4709500980 

103 

BOWSER 93 

8405461 

4707301314 

103 

CLOVIS «l 

8405662 

4709500974 

103 

MICHAELS 92 

-KCPCO INC 


RECEIVED* 

11/03/33 J 5* WV 

0405472 

4704103285 

103 

AUGIN9AUGH 01 UK-42) 

8405676 

4709702524 

103 

AUGENSAUGM 02 MK-67 

0405673 

4709702447 

103 

AUGLNPAUGM "A" l!K-65 

0405674 

4709702490 

193 

B MUNSON 91 CWM-64) 

04 056 59 

4709100195 

103 

IftrCRIAL CORP 0! <WK-1> 

0405665 

4709100213 

103 

IMPERIAL CORP *2 <wK-12> 

8405667 

4709100275 

103 

J H CATHER 01 WK-55 

040564ft 

4709100276 

103 

J H CATHER 12 WK-56 

0405469 

4700701823 

103 

MORGAN H ROSE 01 INC-03 

0405470 

4700718230 

107-DV 

MORGAN H ROSE 01 WK-83 

0445670 

4704103201 

103 

P K CASIO 01 WK-61 

0405666 

4709100241 

103 

R II CCPIIN 01 l'K-57 

0405675 

4709702507 

103 

ROHR ■! (WK-66) 

0405671 

4704103250 

103 

VIRGINIA HUES 9! WK-43 

0405666 

4709100211 

103 

W A RIDENOUR 03 IUK-5) 

-PEHN20IL COMPANY 


RECEIVED! 

11/03/83 JA* WV 

8405652 

4719301019 

108 

ARA LONO 02 

’ 0405669 

4709909606 

100 

8 A SIJIGER 01 

0405660 

4705500544 

100 

DORSEY BAKER 09 

0405656 

4719301136 

108 

E UMlTLATCH 92 

0405651 

4710301014 

108 

J A LANT2 LTR 0?) 16 

0405650 

4710300962 

100 

L E DULANEY 44 

8405655 

4710500839 

108 

N W MAIJOH? 05 

0405660 

4701302836 

108 

R 0 LINK 01 

8405642 

4701302807 

100 

R G LINN 02 

I 8405658 

4701302800 

108 

R 0 LINN 03 

8405643 

4701302809 

100 

R G LINN 04 

0405644 

4701302810 

108 

R G LINN 05 

8405645 

4701302811 

108 

R G lINN 06 

0405644 

4701302812 

108 

1 G LINN 07 

0405647 

4701302813 

168 

R G LINN #3 

8405657 

4701302814 

108 

R G LINN 09 

0405653 

4710301028 

108 

S J LONG 03 

8405654 

4710500794 

108 

WILLIAM OAWSON 15 

-R 1 0 PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

II/0S/83 JA* UV 

8405683 

4704700666 

102-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC 01 

0405682 

6704700764 

102-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC »2 

0405684 

4704700821 

102-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC 03 

8405685 

4704700829 

107-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC 0% 

0405633 

4704700844 

102-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC 05 

0405690 

4704700885 

102-4 

GEORGIA PACIFIC 47 

0405686 

4704700654 

102-4 

POCAHONTAS MINING CO 01 

8405689 

4704700561 

102-4 

POCAHONTAS MINING CO 93 

0405687 

4704700798 

102-4 

POCAHONTAS MINING COMPANY 02 

-WATMAN W BUCHANAN 


RECEIVED! 

11/83/03 JA* WV 

8405639 

4700504123 

102-3 

N1NTCN 01 

0405640 

4708506152 

102-5 

LITTLE Ol-R 

WYOMING OIL 0 GAS 

conservation 

COMMISSION 



•Buco petroleum corporation 

840551* HOI 03-0 5 4992320477 

0403517 NG1O2-03 4902J29481 

0403914 N0181-8S 4403520430 

-BURlJHOTOH HCt1HERN INC 
0405512 NG 45'81 44027203*4 

0405513 NG66-81 4462720372 

-cities service ou i gas cotr 

0405914 NG104-83 4403520440 

-DAVIS OU COMPANY 
0405524 NG113 03 4400524017 

8405527 NS114-03 4400524473 

-ENERGETICS INC 

0*03514 NG94-83 4403520723 

0405515 NCI 00-03 4405520723 

-LOUISIANA lAND I EXPLORATION CO 
0405520 Nf.105-03 4400324S35 

-phuiips mrottun cO mpany 

0405525 HOI 10*83 4401420720 

“ 0405520 MG115-83 4900422185 

-SAMSON RESOURCES COW ANY 


8409521 NO194-03 

8405522 HG107-53 

-TEXACO INC 
8409524 NG1O4-03 

8405523 NG1O8-03 

-MOlD Oil t CA5 CO 
"I 0405529 NG!10-03 


JKR Doc >3-32003 K.led 12^0-83, 843 «m| 

BILLING COO€ 0717-01-C 


4403722145 

4903722145 


4403722104 

4903722170 


4400720870 


RECEIVED* 11/02/03 JA* UY 

103 GROU 84-18 

103 CPBU 85-12 

102-3 tncwpson 2-0 

RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JAi UY 

102-4 JOHNSON 13-10 

102-4 JOHNSON 43-13 

RECEIVED* 11/C2/03 JAi UY 

107-TF STATE -J* 41 

RECEIVEO : 11/02/03 JA* WY 

102-2 AHOY UNIT 03 

102-2 FClIX UNIT 015 

RECEIVED* 11/02/03 JA * WY 

102-2 MfPON STATE 10-16 

107-re nepon state 10 -u 

RECEIVED* 11/02/03 JA * WY 

102-2 UlE 33-18 HIM 

RECEIVED* 11/02/03 JA* WY 

103 JtrsON DRAW STATE A 02 

102-2 WEST C105OH DRAW-I 01 

RECEIVED! M/C2/83 JA- WY 

107-TF flfP.IIH 01-32 

102-2 MCRllIN 01-32 

RECEIVED* 11/02/03 JA: WY 

103 TABLE ROCK UNIT 14? 

103 TABLE ROCK UNIT *49 

RECEIVED* 11/02/83 JA 5 UY 

103 WOtD-OPRR 012-7 


FIELD NSTtf FROD 


EAST CANTON 

5 . 0 
4.0 

9 0 

5 8 

25.0 

8.0 

3.4 

CAVE RUN 

40.0 

EAST MIDWAY 

12.0 

GRFEJI 

36.0 

GRUH 

36.0 

GUtH 

0.5 

BINS RUN QUAD 

27.4 

BENS RUN C!UAD 

18.3 

Nit: MATAMORAS GOAD 

34.5 

HACKERS CREEK DISTR1C 

25 0 

WARREN DISTRICT 

21.0 

WARREN DISTRICT 

34 0 

■UCKI'AUNOH DISTRICT 

25.0 

FliniNGTON DISTRICT 

20.0 

FiiriKGION DISTRICT 

20 C 

FllTtlNSTON DISTRICT 

34 .9 

FLfM!NCTC:i DISTRICT 

36.0 

SAIUICK DISTRICT 

20 0 

SALTLICK DISTRICT 

29 O 

APERDECN 

37 0 

Fl'MIfCGTCN DISTRICT 

36 0 

UARRtM DISTRICT 

26.0 

MACKEYS CPEFK DISTRTC 

29 0 

FlEMIKQTON DISTRICT 

20.0 

WUEYVULC 

0.7 

STPIMGIOt'N 

2.2 

SIR JNGTCM'N 

2.2 

WlUrVULt 

0.3 

UllEYVlllE 

1.1 

WIIEYVULE 

2.2 

HARTLEY 

7.9 

HfNlETTA 

0.4 

HENRIETTA 

0.5 

HtKR!f T T A 

0.4 

HEKRIffTA 

0 0 

MtiCRItMA 

0.4 

HENRIETTA 

0.5 

HENRIETTA 

0.4 

HENRIETTA 

0 5 

HENRIETTA 

0.4 

UllEYVlllE 

0 2 

HARTLEY 

0.0 

BIO CREEK 

200.0 

810 CRltK 

209 0 

big mt< 

290.0 

BIG CSEU 

208.0 

8 TG CREEK 

200 0 

big cm* 

10.0 

010 CRIEf 

200.0 

BIG CREfK 

50.0 

BIO CREEK 

200 9 

MURPHY • 

0.0 

GRANT 

0.1 


GREEK RIVER 

Bf HD 

0.0 

GREEN RIVER 

SEND 

o.o 

MOUNTAIN HOME 

0.0 

BUCK CREFK 


200.0 

BUCK CREEK 


36.0 

BIRD C4MYON 


0 0 

WILDCAT 


360 0 

UIICCAT 


4S0.4 

BIRD CANNON 


61.3 

BIRD CANYON 


61.3 

BATES CREEK 


2000.0 

HOllEP DRAW 

r:ciD 

10.4 

SCHOOL CREEK 

11-0 

8RUFF 


730.0 

BRUFF 


730 0 

TABIC ROCK 


271.6 

fA£l r ROCK 


181 0 

SEPARATION FLATS 

36.5 


purchaser 


R5C ENERGY CCPP 
RSC ENERGY CORP 
R5C ENERGY CO*P 

E*5T ONTO OA$ CO 
EAST OHIO GAS CO 
EAST OHIO GAS CO 

FFIDEN I BLARE CO 


COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
W V PIPELINE CO 


UNION CARBIDE COR 
UH10H CA r 3ICE COR 
UNION CAPO I DC CC*I 

TEHMISSEE GAS PIP 
UWMESSEE GAS PIP 
TLHNE55EE CAS PIP 
TENNESSEE GAS PIP 


TENNESSEE GAS PIP 
TENNESSEE GAS PIP 
TtitUISSCC GAS nr 

TENNESSEE GAS PIP 
TtHNISSCE GAS PIP 


CONSOL IDA tID GAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 

consolidated GAS 

CONSOL ID* T CO GAS 
CONSOLIDATED CAS 
CONSOL ID* TtO r.AS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 
CONSOL IDATtO CAS 
CCftSOl 1DATCO GAS 
CONSOLIDATFO OAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 
CONSOLIOATED GAS 
CONSOL I DATED CAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 
CONSOL IDAHO CAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAM 
COLUMBIA GAS TRAM 
COLUMBIA CAS IRAN 
COLUMBIA G*5 TRAN 
COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
COLUMBIA C*S TRAN 
COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 
COLUMBIA CAS TRAN 

CONSOLIP4TEO GAS 
CONSOLIDATED GAS 


NORTHWEST PTPELIN 
NORTHWEST PIPEIIN 
NURtHMESl PIPEIIN 

PHILLIPS PETROLfU 
PHILLIPS PETROLEU 


BIG HORN FRACTION 
BIG HORN FRACTION 

NORTHWEST PIPEIIN 
NORTHWEST PIPEIIN 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

PANHANOlE EASTERN 
panhandle eastern 

NORtHMEST PlPflTN 
NORTHWEST PIPEIIN 

COLORADO INTERSTA 
COLORADO XMTERStA 

NORtHERN NATURAL 
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(Volume No. 1014J 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Usued: December 2,1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a “D" 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidental 


under 18 CFR 275.206. at the 
Commission’s Division of Public 
Information. Room 1000. 825 North 
Capitol St.. Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 of this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NTIS). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) 487-4808, 5285 
Port Royal Rd. Springfield, VA 22161. 

Categories within each NCPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (25 Mile rule) 

102-3: New well (1000 Ft rule) 

102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107-DP: 15.000 feet or deeper 
107-GB: Ceopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal Scums 
107-DV: Devonian Shale 
107-PK: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New light formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 

106-SA: Seasonally affected 

108- ER: Enhanced recovery 
108-PB: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


jo no JA DAT 


A*I NO 


NOTICE Of DCmntNATtONS 
ISSUED DECEMBER 2, 19SJ 
D SCCU) SEC<2) WELL NAME 


tCXAS RAILROAD COHMISSION 


-A6C0 ENERGY COPP RECEIVED* 

8*05705 F-0*-0*5138 *22)511110 107-TF 

8*0570* F-0*-0*5117 *221511080 107-TF 

8*0570* F- 8*-0*513* *22151120* 107-TF 

8*05707 F-**-0*51 * *221511212 107-IF 

-ADA Oil EXPLORATION COUP RECEIVED* 

8*05801 F-*l-071721 *285100008 102-2 

-AUC0 EXPLORATION C0RP 0 RECEIVED 3 

8*05750 F-8S-0A 0*7* *251110172 IC2-* 

-AtPMA PETROL EUM C0RP RECEIVED* 

8*058** F-7B-072C81 *208300000 108 

-ATUitil OIL CO LI RECEIVED* 

8*05757 F-70-049438 *20593*17* 18?-* 

-BAKBfE INC RECEIVED* 

8*05791 F-7B-071*77 *225152*92 102-* 

-BEST PETROLEUM EXPLORATION INC RECEIVED* 

840589B F-09-073051 *2237J>220 105 

-IRAf-MCR ENGINEERING INC RECEIVED' 


8*03099 

r-oo-07110* 

*22011105* 

102* 

-bta oil 

PRODUCERS 


RECEIVED: 

8*0S9*S 

F-C0-072649 

*217111*27 

101 

-CANNAN NORRIS 


RECEIVED* 

8*05*93 

F-01-0**01B 

*212100000 

103 

-CHANCE 1 

RESEARCH ccrp 


RECEIVED* 

8*053** 

F-78-072**7 

*205931055 

102-* 

8*05711 

F-;B-0***88 

*23*73252* 

107-* 

-CHARLES 

H GREEN 


RECEIVED' 

8*05705 

F-02-070949 

*217500000 

102-* 101 

-CONOCO 

INC 


RECEIVED* 

8*0590* 

F-04-075252 

*250531055 

101 

8*05907 

F-04-071213 

*2505310*7 

101 


COTTON PETROLEUM CORPORATION 
8*05*9* F-10-0*981 *229500000 

-0AUA5 SUNBELT OIL I GAS INC 
8*05719 F-78-0*7*38 *2131115*8 

-DUM0N0 SHAMROCK CORPORATION 
8* 0 S 7 S* F-10*0*9*3* 
e*0578* F-10-070 *33 

8*05*92 f-l0-0?03?9 

8*05779 F-10-07079* 

8*05705 F-10-0*J9*6 

8*058*7 F-0*-072*7* 

8*0577* F-10-07C*** 

8*05711 F-10-OtA 181 
8*05778 T-10-07079J 

8*05789 F-I0-071353 


RECEIVED* 
108-ER 
RECEIVED* 
102-* 
RECEIVEO* 


ll/OA/83 JA i tX 

CARD - MCWC 8 I 0XST 8 UNIT II 
FOROYCE II 
H t MARTIN 82 
M L MARTIN 15 
Il/Q*/83 J A TX 

JOHN NEUMAN 19 
11/0*'8 3 JA * TX 

C0RR1E 81 

11/09/83 JA* TX 
CLARA ODESSA 01 
11/0A/81 JA* IX 
POPE II 

11/04/83 JA * TX 

TOUCHSTONE 12 
11/04/83 JA 3 TX 

SANDLRS WEST 12 
11/04/83 JA: TX 

l A BATH II 
11/04/81 JA* TX 

7*15 JV-P COX "D" 111 

11/04/81 JA* TX 

HERNOEN-CANMAN PIERCE 01 
11/04/81 JA: TX 

AN SINS 01 <10*7*01 
J 0 BABB 11A 
11/04/83 JA* TX 

CEBBERT 02 
11/04/81 JA> TX 

BUM BENAVIDES 01 
BELM BENAVIDES I* 

11/04/81 JA J TX 

BRADFORD 0 II 
11/04/81 JA » TX 

FANNIE M NICHOLS it 
11/04/61 JA- TX 


*2211115*7 

103 

CHARLES WRIGHT "A* 

•5 

*22113157* 

101 ■ . 

DAN HOOVER -A- IS 


*23*100000 

108-ER 

FINLEY 11 


*239310792 

102-8 

FRANK CHAMBERS "•** 

• S 

*21*100000 

108-ER 

HARDWICK 11 


*200131*09 

102-* 

IRA KELLEY 11 


*2*2130295 

101 

NARY WISEMAN 12-R 


*229500000 

108 

MURFNY -0** •!-*77 


*239330841 

102-* 

SUSAN 8 KAUFNAM It 

■81 

*229531309 

102* 101 

2EIHA OUY I5-R 



FIE10 NAME 


VOLUME tei* 
TROD PURCHASER 


TABASCO (VICKSBURG tO 
TABASCO tVXCKStURO 97 
PINITAS 18*30* ) 

PCNITAS (9500 VICKSIU 

*0.0 
12* 0 

33.1 

15.1 

VALERO INTERSTATE 
VAIERO INTERSTATE 
VALERO INTERSTATE 

vamro interstate 

GIDOINGS (AUSTIN CHAL 

0.0 

PHILLIPS PCTROLEU 

C0RRXE 

233.0 


BERRYMAN (KICNX CREEK 

7.0 

UNION TEXAS PETRO 

HIS RAX2ES (DUFFER) 

e.o 

southwestern gas 

JEFFERIES LUCK (PALO 

3* 

CONOCO INC 

DCARINO (CADDO) 

*S 0 

LOME STAR GAS CO 

HARIETON NE (PETTIT) 

0.0 

TEJAS-SW TWO 

BLALOCK LAKE 5 (U0LFC 

73.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

DUNCAN SLOUCH SOUTH C 

182.5 

DELHI GAf PIPELIN 

CHIMCE (STRAMN) 
IETKESDA S U (STRAWN) 

700 0 
58.0 

fECOS GATHERING S 
LIQUID ENERGY COR 

5CHRCE0ER WEST CWILCO 

100.0 

DELHI GAS PIPCUM 

HIJNDID0 (LOEO) 

HUNDIDO (LOBO) 

*00 0 
*00.0 

HOUSTON PIPELINE 
HOUSTON PIPELINE 

BRADFORO CLEVELAND 

0 0 

TRVtSUESTERH PIPE 

REB (MARBLE FALLS) 

*5.0 

LONE STAR GAS CO 

CANADIAN S E 

MC"PWlll 

WEST PANHANDLE 

MIAMI N 

WEST PANHANDLE 

VOLF CREEK 

TEXAS 

LXPSCCMB 

MIA?!! h 

CAMBRIDGE S 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
q.o 
0.0 
0 0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

NORTHERN NATURAL 

NATURAL GAS PIPEL 
I1CSTAR TRAMSMISSI 
NORTHERN NATURAL 
e^fP-NZA PIPE LI 
NORTHERN NATURAL 
SOUlHUESTERH PUBt 


BILLING COOC 0717-01*81 
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JO NO 

JA DAT 

API NO 0 

SECU9 

SCCC2) WELL NAME 





OIEXCMfER RAV J JR 


RECEIVED: 

11/04/63 

JA 1 IX 



8*058*3 

F-8A-0 72980 

421*700900 

J02-* 

• 

NORTHWEST 

OAR7A 

UNIT 

1102 

ID 

8*058*2 

F-6A-072977 

421*700700 

102** 


KQJIIHUCST 

CA*2 A 

UNIT 

• 105 

ID 1 

8*058*1 

F-8A-072878 

421*700000 

102-* 


northwest 

CAR2A 

UNIT 

ite* 

ID I 

8*058*5 

F- 8 4-07293 3 

*216731167 

102-* 

103 

NORIWJIST 

CAR Z A 

UNIT 

• 19? 

ID < 

8*058*0 

F -6A-0 720 7 7 

*21*7311*7 

10?-* 

193 

NORTHWEST 

G'PZA 

UNI I 

11*8 

ID 

8*05837 

F-8A-07297* 

*21*700000 

102-* 


HURTHME5I 

CARZA 

UNIT 

•2*1 

ID i 

8*05838 

F-8A-072*75 

*21*7000*0 

10?-* 


NORTHWEST 

8AR2A 

UNIT 

7292 

ID l 

8*05837 

F-OA-072074 

*216700900 

1 02-* 


NORfmiCST 

GARZA 

UN I T 

t:os 

to 

8*05836 

F-5A-072973 

*216700000 

102-* 


NORIWUEST 

6A0ZA 

UNIT 

929* 

to 

8*05835 

F-8A-072071 

*216700300 

102-* 

103 

NOR TINIEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

1210 

ID 

8*05834 

F-3A-072970 

*216700500 

102-4 


HORIHl.fS? 

CAR/A 

UNIT 

• 301 

ID < 

8*05833 

F-8A-0720*7 

*21*700900 

1 02-* 


NORIWIESI 

CAR? A 

UNIT 

• 302 


8*03852 

F-34-072**8 

*216900000 

192* 


northmest 

OAf?A 

UNIT 

• 393 

ID 

8*03831 

F-8A-072047 

*216700990 

102-* 


northuist 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 3 94 

ID 

8*05830 

F - 8A-0 720*6 

*21*731*08 

1C2-* 

103 

northmest 

GA92A 

UMIT 

9 307 

10 

8*05827 

F-8A-0720i5 

*216700050 

102-* 

103 

NORTIHICSI 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9310 

10 

8*05828 

F- 8A- 072964 

*21*700099 

102-4 


NORTNlffST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9*01 

10 

8*03827 

F -8A-0 720&3 

*21*700090 

102-4 


HDRIK3JFST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

•4011 

•*; 

840562* 

F-64-0720*2 

*21*7009 20 

162-* 


WORTHTTST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

Mf? 

ID 

8*05825 

F-84-0720*1 

*21*700090 

102-* 


H0RTIF,H8T 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9405 

ID 

8*05824 

f-8A-0720*0 

*2147090*0 

102-* 


NORl*UaST 

GARZA 

UhlT 

MH 

ID 

8*03823 

F-8A-072051 

*21*7000*0 

102-* 

103 

NOR IINIEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9407 

ID < 

6*05822 

F-8A-072957 

*21*700900 

102-* 


NDRTXHiST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9501 


8*05821 

f-«A-*72856 

*21*700990 

192-4 


NORTKUfST 

GARZA 

UNIT 


10 

6405820 

F-8A-072955 

*21*700099 

102-* 


HOP.IIC1EST 


UNIT 

•402 

ID 

6405817 

F r 84-072*54 

*21*700090 

102-* 


NORTltllfST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

96 93 

ID 

8405818 

F-8A-072053 

*216700090 

192-* 


NORIHUEST 

CARZA 

UNIT 

9*55 

ID 

8*05817 

F-8A-I72952 

*21*7000*0 

10 2-* 


MCRTICiCST 

OARZA 

UNIT 

• 6 0* 

to i 

8*05815 

F-6A-9729S0 

*21*7311** 

102-* 

103 

NORIHiifST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

969? 

ID 

840581* 

F-8A-072951 

*21*700090 

10?-* 


NORTMIEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• ?92 

ID 1 

8405614 

F-8A-972947 

*216700900 

102* 


hdrimsjest 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 704 

10 

6405813 

P-8A *072948 

*21*700000 

102-* 


HORTHIiCST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 70S 

ID 

8405B12 

F-6A-072945 

*21*790009 

1 02-* 

103 

HORTMCEST 

CARZA 

UNIT 

• 707 

ID 

8*05811 

F-6A-972044 

*21*700090 

102-* 

103 

HCRlHiJEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 719 

10 i 

8*05810 

F-8A-972943 

*21*790099 

102-* 

193 

NORUH’EST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 714 

10 i 

8*05897 

F-8A-972042 

*21*790099 

102-* 


HOR1HUEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

*801 

ID i 

8*05808 

F-84-972041 

*21*790009 

102-* 


N0RIM3IIST 

GARZA 

LWJT 

9392 

ID i 

8*05897 

F-8A-972Q49 

*21*700009 

102 -* 


NDRIMWESI 

GARZA 

UNIT 

9303 

ID i 

8*0589* 

F-8A-972037 

*21*790099 

102-* 


H0RTHVJE5I 

GAFZA 

Ut'tl 

9804 

ID ! 

8*05805 

F-8A-972938 

*21*799009 

102-* 


HORTHLJEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

• 8*5 

ID i 

8*05604 

F-6A-972037 

*21*790099 

I02-* 


nortwjist 

GAP?* 

UNIT 

• m 

10 < 

6495303 

P-8A-972036 

*21*700000 

102-* 


NORTHWEST 

GARZA 

UNIT 

17019 

i i*: 

■Dyad ASSOCIATES 


RECEIVED* 

11/04/63 

JA 1 IX 



8*95854 

F-7C-972475 

*208131177 

103 


8LANX5 01 





6405153 

F-08-972474 

*23713*277 

193 


SUPERIOR i 

•1 





-me# petroleum ihc 
M esas* F-7B-o7?7oa *21333*8*1 

-energy reserves croup ihc 

6*85872 F-o*-o7?m *?89330i77 

S4S5S71 F-04-97?*** *?*033017V 

-ENStKCH EXPLORATION tHC 
8405*00 F-0S-073187 4221300900 

-Exxon corporation 

64057*8 F-080J0351 *218330578 

840584* F-04-072I55 *27*130598 

6*05881 F-0*-072771 *23*531*6* 


RECffVrOi 11/04/83 JA* IX 

I02-* DUDLEY 03 

RECEIVED! tl/04/83 JA* tX 

102-2 5TAIC TRACI 825-S *1-1 

107-2 STAlf TRACI 625-S *1-11 

RECEIVED* 11/0*/S3 JA : IX 

108 U 0 VENABLE 0t 

RECEIVED! 11/04/83 JA» IX 

102* 107-TF CARL GREGSTSK <1 

107-* CHARLES M ARMSTRONG S*-F 


103 


187-tr eisn johcs «cfec unit •*•?> 


6405670 

F-BS-072680 

4208333*7* 

103 

FULLERTON 

CIEARFORK 

UNIT 

6*058*6 

F-8A-0724 78 

*218532527 

103 

ROOERTSON 

ClEARFORK 

UNIT 

64058*7 

F-aA-972477 

*2185325*0 

103 

RCECRTSON 

CIEARFORK 

UNIT 

-FARGO ENERGY CORP 


RECCIVCO* 

11/04/83 

JA* 

TX 



8*05777 

P-03-871898 

*21*731590 

102-2 

BOEHMKE B 

91 




6*05748 

F-03-0*7417 

*21*731527 

102-2 

TRJ UNIT 

• 1 




-FREMONT 

ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED* 

11/04/83 

JA* 

TX 



6405705 

P-04-073208 

*2*7700000 

106 

BINAVIDF5 

• 10 

047257 

84957C4 

F-0*-#7329* 

*2*7700800 

106 

8ENAVIOE5 

-CNR 

021 

073875 

6405793 

F-04-87 3207 

*2*7790090 

198 

BENAVIOES 

-CNR 

»:* 

078636 

-GENE PQUELl tMVfStMtHTS INC 

RECEIVED* 

11/04/63 

JA 1 

TX 



6*95756 

F-96-987889 

*2*0190009 

10?-* 

SELMAN 1- 

A 




-GENERAL 

PRODUCT ION CO 

INC 

RtCElVED* 

11/04/63 

JA > 

TX 



6*75791 

P-03-07317* 

*2*7730310 

192-2 

ALFRED BOCKCR 

• 1 



-GETTY OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

11/04/63 

JA ! 

IX 



84957*2 

P-03-08761 7 

*21*100000 

1*2-* 

G U WARE 

*c- 

tl 



64957*9 

F-05-97027* 

*200100000 

10?-* 

N N WILLS 


IS 



6405725 

r-06-087948 

*238500099 

103-Ct 

0 W ALEXANDER 

91 



-CNR ENERGY CGRP 


RECIIVEO» 

11/04/83 

JA* 

TX 



6405751 

F-C* 046*72 

*250331378 

10?-* 107- 

TF PCMURREY 

• 31 




-GOLDEN RESOURCES CORP 


RFCCIVED 5 

11/04/63 

JA* 

TX 



64 05722 

F-07-847848 

*22373*816 

103 

A « LEWIS 





-GULF Oil 

CORPORATION 


RECEIVED* 

11/04/83 

JA* 

IX 




S*057*0 f - OS-06*671 
-MA1VEY CNfRGY CO 
8405862 F-7C-972839 

-MAM"AH OIL I REFINING CO 
8*037*3 F-0 J-0* *8*2 *708931318 

8*9*67* f -03-0*2*08 | 

-HANSON HINCRAtS CO 
8405*29 F-93-087377 

-wf hit r i fox ihc 

8*05*73 ► :: 010212 M 

-Mill FhODtlCI ION CO-WISCONSIN 
6*05737 f 03 0*67*8 *20*100000 

8*05772 F-03-0;0*13 

8*05771 F-03~070*11 

-Mlllt INTERESTS IHC 
8*05838 F-03-07300* 

'WMG OIL COMPANY 
8*057*7 F-0* 3*7378 

-HUGHf 5 ENT ERTRI*f 5 
8*05*52 F-05-072*t* 

-HUNTE 9 8R0TMCR5 
8*058*5 F-78-072502 
-J M HUBER CORPORA TI ON 
A*05*7* FlO 038870 


*236731331 

*2*3100000 


*207131303 

*217*00000 


*212331077 


* 20*100000 

* 20*100000 


*20673135* 

*250530707 


*23*73317* 

*213335025 


*223300000 


103 NORIMUiST HaMCN OMI •* 

RECEIVED* 11/06/33 JA* IX 

103 WUNN *3 

RECEIVED* ll/0*/83 J A* IX 

10?-* M STEPHENS 03 

103 LWICOX HEIRS 03 

9ECCIVE0* 11/04/63 J A» IX 

102*4 SANTA FE ENt»GY «2 

RfCriVED* 11/04/63 J A> IX 

102 * SAOE 9 01 

RECEIVED- 11/04/63 JA IX 

102-2 MORRIS MOORE ft 

102 2 WICK5CN CREEK UNI! *2 

102-2 HICKSON CRCC* UNIT I* 

RECEIVED* 11/06/83 JA* IX 

102 * KAECHKE 01 

RECEIVED 11/06/83 JA IX 

108 BRUNI MINERAL TRUSI "A" 02 

RECEIVED* 11/06/83 JA • IX 

102* IIS CARPENTER El Al tl RRC FERMI! 9|70« 
RECEIVED* 11/06/83 JA* IX 

102-2 FCUCRS SAM S 

RECEIVED! 11/04/83 JA* IX 

106-ER JDMMSCN 0 92h 


FIELD N,*ME 

PROO 

CARZA 

1.1 

GARZA 

1 . t 

G4R2 4 

1.1 

G\*2* 

II 

CARZA 

1.1 

c*r?A 

1.1 

CARZA 

1.1 

G*P2 A 

1.1 

G^PZA 

1 l 

CAP? A 

1.1 

CARZA 

l.l 

C»'t2A 

1.1 

C^RZA 

I . t 

CAFZA 

1 t 

GARZA 

1.1 

^RZA 

1 1 

OARZA 

1.1 

G‘R2A 

1.1 

GA7ZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

1 1 

C *f!ZA 

1.1 

GARZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

1.1 

C3RZA 

1.1 

f* a?A 

1.1 

CAFZA 

1 . 1 

CARZA 

1 .1 

CA*I2A 

1.1 

CIITZA 

1.1 

C4FZA 

1.1 

OARZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

11 

CRZA 

1.1 

CAFZA 

1.1 

CCZA 

1.1 

CARZA 

1.1 

OARZA 

II 

CARZA 

1.1 

C49ZA 

1.) 

CARZA 

1.1 

JAKfSON CSTRAIMO 

If.2 

CACTUS JACK (WICHITA- 

182.3 

EAtON C5TtA«N» 

8.0 

MATAGORDA BLOCK 8Z5-S 

4*8 0 

MATAGORDA BLOCK 625-S 

**8.0 

OPFLIKA 

0.8 

ClAOFUATER 5 (lUYNESV 

377.4 

Candelaria lj-93) 

730 9 

CARTHAGE (COUGH VAIL 

1*5. « 

FULLER•ON 

15 0 

ROffAT50N N (CLEAR FO 

13.0 

ROSUtSON N (CLEAR FO 

15.0 

C10D1MG3 (AUSTIN CHAl 

73 0 

0I091NGS (AUSTIN CHAL 

163.9 

MEscune (fsccHoiDoi 

14.2 

MESCUUE (ESCONOirO) 

l.l 

LA CRUZ (ESCOHOIDO) 

10.3 

SHEA (R00ES3A1 

270.0 

Cl DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAl 

0.0 

INGRAM TRINITY (RODES 

0 9 

INGRAM IRTNITY (P0DE5 

0.9 

CARTHAGE 

9.9 

MciniRRrr uoaoj 

700.0 

LEWIS (CADDO CONG) 

18.0 

CRUSHER (DEI AWARE) 

81.9 

JAMESON (MRAWN) 

67.0 

CHESIERVILLE N (89*9* 

1.0 

1RINI It RIVER DELTA F 

57.2 

VILLAGE flUy NORTH 

73.9 

COTTONWOOD CREEK S IP 

162.0 

KtNtrCN (BUD!) 

0.0 

Hr?TEN UUDA) 

0 0 

KUniEN (9UOA) 

0.9 

ORANGE HILL 5 (YtGUA 

175 0 

LA PLRLA (WILCOX LOME 

15.0 

IKCRAM-TRINITY 

0 9 

OESCt-ONA N (BEND CON 

330.0 

WF3T PANHANOtI 

9 0 


PURCHASER 


MID PLAINS PE IfOC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PfTRDC 

MID plains pfip^c 

MID Pi AIH 4 PEIROC 
flD PLAINS PEIROC 

no plains peiro: 

MID Pi All S PfcIRX 
MID PLAINS PIIRDC 
MD PLAINS PtTRDC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 

rt id plains Ptiruc 

mo PLAINS PEIROC 
KID PLAINS PftCUC 
MID PLAINS PFTROC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PCirOC 
MID Pi AIMS PEIROC 
MlD PLAINS PiTROc 
MID PI A INS PCIROC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
KID PLAINS riTROC 
MID PLAINS PEIFnC 
MID PLAINS PETRCC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PETRCe 
MID PLAITS PEIROC 
MID PLA1..5 PE If.CC 
MID PLAINS PfTRCC 
MID PLAINS PEltDC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
m;d PLAINS PET10C 
MID PLAMS Ffrrcc 
MID PIAIN5 PETPOC 
MID PLAINS PETRPC 
MID PLAINS PL f*OC 
MIO PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PEIROC 
MID PLAINS PCI»o: 
KID PLAINS PEIROC 

SUN EXPLORATION I 
JNTRWEX CAS CQ 

El PASO NtDF.OCARB 


LONS STAR CAS CO 

TCJAS GAS CORF 
HAlO’U CAS PIPCL 
1EJAS CAS CORP 
PHILLIPS PtIROtrU 
PHILLIPS PEIPJltU 
rHUtlPS PE1R0LEU 

PHILLIPS PfTROltU 
PHILLIPS PETROL EU 

LONE STAR CAS CO 
lCUE STAR CAS CO 
LOFfE StAR CAS CO 

DELHI CAS PIPCLIN 

CL A JON CAS CO 

LONE STAR CIS CO 
LCNf STAR CAS CO 
TEXAS CAS tRAKSHJ 

NATURAL DAS Plftl 

TC-TAS mu IT ICS F 

TRFNSlfESIERN PIPE 

SUN DAS CO 

TE-NCSSIf OAS TV 
U’lUtO TEXAS TRAN 

HOUSTON PlPt LINE 

TEXAS EASTERN 1*4 

FERGUSON CROSSING 
Ff'CLlSCN CROSSING 
FtRCJSON CROSSING 

TENNLSSEE OAS PIP 

HOUSTON PIPE LIME 

DELHI OAS PIPCLI# 

NORTHERN CAS PROO 

COLORADO INIEFSTA 
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JD NO 

JA DKT 

API NO D 

SEC(l) SEC(2) WELL NAME 



-JACK F GRIMM 


RECEIVED* 

11/84/8* JA' IX 



840*727 

P-8A-068098 

42)91*0**0 

192-4 

ETUR 02 



-JAKE l NAMON 


RECEIVED' 

11/04/8* JA* TX 



849*788 

F-10-07I356 

4221131564 

19* 

URSCHEL 49 1? 



846576* 

F-10-061204 

4221131561 

19* 

UR5CHEL 50 6? 



-JOHN L COX 


RECEIVED' 

11/04/8* JA’ TX 



84657*4 

F-7C-06964* 

42383*5548 

19* 

ROCKER B "N" •?* RRC 605142 


846575* 

F-7C-069602 

42*8**25*2 

16* 

ROWlCN B "M- 927 RRC 00485* 


-JOHNSON 

1 PRICE 


RECEIVED* 

11/04/8* JA' TX 



8465912 

F-08-673259 

42*01*0422 

162-4 

W D JOHNSON -A- «t 



-JOHNSON 

F 1 JR 


RECEIVED’ 

11/04/8* JA’ TX 



8465891 

P-04-0730S4 

42487*1696 

to* 

ROY JL'OD 04 



-K l H OIL 1 GAS INC 


RFCFIVEO* 

11/04/8* JA’ TX 



846*910 

F-7B-07*2*9 

420493302* 

162-4 

G W PICKETT *4 



-KAISER-FRANCIS OIL COMPANY 

RECEIVED' 

11/94/8* JA' IX 



846*729 

F-10-B6717* 

42211*1**8 

102-2 10* 

DONALDSON 91-17 



-KIRBY EXPLORATION CO 


RECEIVED’ 

11/04/8* JA * TX 



840*774 

F-02-B70766 

4228*00000 

102-4 

HOBBS 8 J UNIT WELL 64 



8405777 

F-0J-070778 

4279430264 

102-4 

STATE LEASE 6890* NW/4 

• H 


8405S78 

F-02-072777 

4270**0217 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 629-L SU/4 

WELL 

• 11 

8405874 

F-02-072778 

4270*30217 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 629-L SU/4 

WELL 

• 1U 

840*877 

F-02-072779 

42703*0279 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 829-1 SLJ/4 

WELL 

•2 

8405876 

F-62-07277* 

4270**0278 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 624-1 SW/4 

WEII 

• ) 

840*87* 

F-02-0727 74 

4270*30281 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 629-L SU/4 

WEU 

14 

840578* 

F-02-070932 

42703*9241 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 659-1 NU/4 

wut 

• 1 

840578? 

F-02-070931 

4270**9280 

102-4 

STATE TRACT 659-1 Ml/4 

WELL 

92U 

8405/80 

F-02-070928 

4278**6291 

102-4 

SPATE TfACT 659-1 IIU/4 

Will 

1 31 

8405781 

F-02-070924 

4279**6291 

102-4 

STATE TPACT 659-1 NW/4 

WELL 

• *U 

-KOTHMANN AWSREY 


RECEIVED' 

11/04/5* JA: TX 



8405740 

F-7C-06 90 72 

42247*612* 

102-4 

A KOIMMANM 64 4044* 



8405741 

F-7C-06907J 

4226736168 

192-4 

A KOTHMANN 65 4CS91 



840*7*9 

F-7C-061671 

42247*8121 

182-4 

AUBREY KOTHMANN •* 96444 



-LEWIS « ATKINS Oil I 
840*7*4 P-78-068407 


-LONGHORN RESOURCES INC 
840587* P-78-0727** 1 

-M J 0 INC 

941*746 F-92-044*2* 
-MA6CI PETROL El/M CORP 
949*96? F-98-072555 

9495861 F-D8-9725S4 

840*869 F-08-072S5* 


OAS INC 
42*6**309? 


42417**061 

4217*00009 

42517*764? 

42*17*264* 

42*17*2679 

42317*2684 


'"-MARSHALL 

EXPLORATION 

INC 

RECEIVED' 

84057)8 

F-0S-884066 

42*1**9429 

102-4 10* 

846*741 

F-OJ-07148J 

4222**0454 

102-4 103 

-MAY PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

846*74* 

P-10-071S20 

4229**0614 

102-4 

840*796 

F-10-07152* 

4229**08*4 

102-4 

-MCCANN CORP 


RECEIVED’ 

840*77* 

F-08-070657 

42227*2*61 

102-2 10* 

~*HCFARlAME J W 6 


RECEIVED* 

840*770 

P-06-070348 

4200100000 

102-4 

-MOVER INC 


RECEIVED’ 

840*77* 

F-7B-978556 

4208***411 

102-2 

-MCMORAN 

PRODUCTION CO 

RECEIVED’ 

840*764 

F -0?-06989* 

4279**024* 

102-4 


-MITCHFtt ENERGY CORPORATION 


840*792 

F-02-045684 

42469*1866 

102-4 

10* 

840*8*7 

f-OS-072*3 

422433C664 

10* 

107-TP 

8405698 

F-01-061882 

4228700600 

108 


*405797 

F-04-071564 

4249700000 

10* 


840*79? 

F-05-071406 

422993064? 

10* 

107-TF 

940*798 

F-02-071595 

4228**1*62 

10* 

107-TF 


4222109900 

4222109600 

4222100000 

4222100000 

42247*1**7 


-MOIll PROG TEXAS 4 WEU MEXICO INC 
840*898 F-04075I01 422490*48? 

840*708 F-0406524* 42790*905? 

B405691 F-04-001588 4724400900 

‘NATURAL OA* ANAPAPAO INC 
840588* f*10-07240* 42**709900 

-NORTH AMERICAN EXPLORATION CO 
840*874 F - 71-07275* 42*6700000 

-NORTH AMERICAN OEOTIC INC 
840*732 F-78-068354 

8*05731 f-78-068351 

8405750 F-78* 068*50 

8405729 F-78018544 

■PEEI OU COMPANY 
840*851 F-02-072357 

-PENIN5UIA RESOURCE* CORPORATION 
848*794 F-94-071*1* 42*5**196* 

-PENNZOIt PROOUC1NG COMPANY 
840*908 F-06-0/5234 420/3*0487 

-PETROLEUM MANAGEMENT INC 
84057*2 F-04-069586 47244*1677 

-PHHIIPS petroleum COMPANY 
840*744 7-10-071365 42211*1*11 

-POGO PRODUCING COMPANY ~ 

844591 1 F-04*07 3242 42247*1*27 

-R H SIEGFRIED INC 
8495787 F-09-071328 
-RED-TEX PETROLEUM INC 
8405911 F - 78*973238 
F4C5856 F-78 972*1* 

-RI DOF OIL CO 
84057*3 F-71-96839* 

-ROME EXPlORAlION CO INC 
8465864 F 01*077614 4259700060 

8465716 F-01-666010 

-5AGF ENERGY CO 
8405754 F-03-6A4546 

840589? F-03-671747 

_ 8405755 f *0 3-069595 
- 8405724 F * 01'Ob 7894 


4249760000 


4208*33616 

4208*11280 


421*1*484* 


42*0700000 

42149*1*04 

42149*1564 

421495152* 

42149*1*67 


RECEIVED! 11/04/8* JA* IX 

102-4 JOHNSON 01 

RECEIVED! 11/04/8* JA’ IX 

102-4 WALKER-BUCKLER 91 

RECEIVED* *1/04/8* JA’ IX 

102-4 ALTMAN 

RECEIVED’ 11/04/8* JA' TX 

10* BRECOIOVE *0* •! 

10* BRECOIOVE •*0" •? 

10* BREEDLOVE •!* II 

101 BREEDLOVE "E* 62 

11/04/8* JA TX 

MARKIS-JOHNSON 61 
ODOM 91 

11/94/8* JA’ TX 

NEUMAN 91 
NlltTAN ~A* 91 
11/94/8* JA’ TX 

POWELL 9* 

11/04/83 JA« TX 

MONNING 91D 
11/94/8* JA’ IX 

T 0 RC22LLE •! 

11/96/8* JA > TX 

STATE TRACT 4*9-1 NW/4 941 
RECEIVED’ 11/04/8* JA* TX 

C K MCCAN 61 
IF FLOYD DUKE 12 

GER5CH UNIT "C" #1 914749 
J E NORMAN *8" 12 
IF JOE A CLANCY II 
TF WEST 92 
RECEIVED’ 11/94/8* JA« TX 

108 LA GLORIA GA* UNIT 944 

102-4 STATE TRACT 1945-1 •? 

10S-CR S1EUART- JONES UNI? 91 

RECEIVED’ 11/94/85 JA’ IX 

102-4 SCPOGGS 1-21 

RECEIVED* 11/04/85 JA* TX 

10* FULLER 0106240 

RECEIVED* 11/04/85 JA TX 

102 4 CAPR GAS UNIT 91 

192-4 Mil BURN 91 

192-4 Mil BURN 12 

19?-4 MIL BURN •* 

RECEIVED' 11/04/8* JA ’ TX 

102-4 GOEBEL 91 (NCM WELL) 

RECEIVED 11/04/83 JA TX 

19* BUFORD NICHOLSON TRUST UNIT II 

RECEIVED’ 11/04/83 JA* TX 

102-4 WARMER 91 

RECEIVED' 11/04/83 JA» IX 

10* L I BURNS II 

RECEIVED’ 11/04/8* JA* TX 

105 J0NC5 EE 01 

RECEIVED’ 11/04/8* JA* TX 

102-2 J M CUI TERPf 2 ESTATE 91 

RECEIVED’ 11/94/83 JA * TX 

10* R l MORRIS "A- 139 

RECEIVED’ 11/94/8* JA' TX 

10? 4 ALIEN 12 

102-4 l P WHITTINGTON 92 

RECEIVED' 11/94/8* JA • TX 

102-4 10* EARNEST 91 

RECEIVED' 1 1/04/85 JA' TX 

102-4 l LYLES 111 

102*4 LYLES 914 

RECEIVED* 11/04/85 JA * TX 

102-2 FOX 91 RRC 914687 

102-2 FOX 12 

ie?-2 NOR!HRUP UNIT 6| RRC 914717 

t9?-2 WOOD UNI? 61 RRC «10S*?* 


FIELD NAME 


PROD PURCHASER 


THOMAS (ATCKA CONClOH 743.0 LONE STAR GAS CD 


CANADIAN SE CPOUGIA*) 
CANADIAN NE IDOUGlAS) 

SPRABERRY C TA 7 
SPRAUPRY < TA I 

DIMMIT? 

WILBARGER COUNTY REGU 
CHAMBERS (CONGO 


547 0 N0PTMUF5? CENTRAL 
*6* 0 NORTHWEST CENTRAL 

10 C El PASO NATURAL G 
10.0 EL PASO NATURAL G 

27.4 

*.7 KUO COMPRESSOR C 
6*0 0 EL PASO HYOROCARB 


ALLISON PARK* (UPPER 466 • 


SPEAKS N ( 

BLOCK *40 

miAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 

ML TAG'.-? DA 

MATAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 

MATAGORDA 


FRIO F-IC S 
(6A0B-B SO) 
BLOCK 429 < 
BLOCK 629 
BtOCK 621 
BLOCK 421 
61 OFK 429 
•LCtK 42 * 
BLO'K 621 
BtocK «n 


BLOCK 629 ( 


65 8 SEAGULL PIPELINE 
109S 0 SOUTHERN NATURAL 
24 0 MATAGORDA PUC l I 
*85.0 MATAGORDA PIPE tl 
5.0 MATAGORDA PIPE Li 
*2.0 MATACCJPDA PIPCIIN 
575.0 MATAGClROA PIPE Ll 
15.0 MATAGORDA PIPE lI 
480.0 MA1AOOPDA PIFF II 
42.0 MATAGorcA Pirr n 
*50 MATAGORDA PIPE II 


KOTHrtANN R7NCH 
KOTICIAHN RANCH 
KOTM’AI.N RANCH 

KESSLER (5189) 

WiG (MISSISSIPPI) 

BOYCE (4*40 SAND) 

BREEDLOVE SOUTH (SPPA 
BREEDLOVE SOUTH (SPRA 
BREEDLOVE SOUTH (5PRA 
BRECOIOVE SOUTH (SFRA 

MADISPNVILIC W (GEORG 
FI TRINIDAD SE (EC.JAR 

BROWN (TONKAWA) 

BRPV.'H (TONKAWA) 


7*.9 CIBOIO GAS INC 
219 0 C1C.310 GiS IHC 
169.9 CIPOlO G7.5 XP.C 

91 9 SOUINllfSIERN GAS 

9.0 1U&UM PETROLEUM 

1?0.9 

09 NORTHERN NATURAL 
0.9 NORTHERN NATURAL 
00 NORTHERN NATURAL 
0.0 NORTHERN NATURAL 

219 0 MAP/COM ENERGY IN 
9.0 SOUTH TCX.'.S OATH! 

34*.0 CWpE/CO INC 
*4* 0 ENDEVCO INC 


MCCANN (BASAL UOlFCAM **.0 GETTY Oil CO 


GRAGG PETTIT 0 

COLEMAN COUNTY REGUiA 0 

SIX-SIXTY (5200* SD)( TOO 

WELDER RANCH IB.709 • 11*. 

PERSDHV1LLE N (COTTON 27*. 
GIDDTHG5 (BUDA) 1. 

BOON5VIUE (BEND CPNG 574 
EAST POtET (COTTON VA 27* 
VIENNA (WILCOX MIOOLE 27* 

LA GLORIA 4440 20 

H7RLNA (ROB 4 J) 1*15 

1 C B JOKES 7100 9 

SCROGGS (CHESTER) 19 

WEATHERFORD 5U (STRAW *45 

GPANdURY N E (MARBLE 0 

GRANF.URY N E (MAPILE 9 

GRAT.FURY N C (MARBLE 9 

GFANCUP.Y N I (MARBLE 9 

KARON U (SLICK) 70 

CALALLEN SE (9100*) 3*6 

DOYLE CRECK ?5Q 

ALTRED WEST (2060) 100 

FEIPUN (TONKAWA) 0 

ROADRUNNCR 10* 

CHICO WEST (CADDO CON SO 

01 CM COVE S (PALO PIN 200 
GLEN COVE S (PALO PIN 40 


I LONE STAR GAS CO 

0 UNION TEXAS PETRO 

9 MATAGORDA PIPE LI 

9 SOUTfP.lESTfRN GAS 
8 SOUTHWESTERN OAS 
* PERRY PIPELINE CO 
1 NATURAL OAS PUEL 
8 SOUTHWESTERN GAS 

8 UNITED TEXAS TRAN 

0 NATURAL GAS PIPEl 
.0 MOBIL OIL CORP 
0 NATURAL GAS PIPEL 

,0 DIAMOND SMAMPOCK 

.0 SOUTHWESTERN GAS 

0 EMPIRE PIPELINE C 
0 EMPIRE PIPELINE C 
.0 EMPIRE PIPELINE C 
.0 EMPIRE PirUlNE C 

.9 TRANSCONTINENTAL 

.9 HOUSTON MPCIIHC 

9 TEXAS U? »LllICS r 
9 SOUTHERN OAS PIPE 
9 

9 

.0 NATURAL OAS PIPEL 

0 VALERO TPANSMISSl 
0 VALERO tRAHSMISSI 


RANGER (BLACK TIME WE 64 8 COMPRESSOR RENTAL 


LYLES RANCH (OlMOSI 9 
LYLES RANCH 9 

G!DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAi *| 
G1 DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAI 7* 
GIDDiliGS (AUSTIN CMAL *1 
GIDDIMGS (ECUUDS) GA *2 


.0 ESPCRAN26 TRANSMI 
. 0 E5PEFAN2A TRJHSMI 

.5 PHILt IPS PETROLC'J 
.* PHILLIPS PCIROL CM 
.5 PHILLIPS PETROLfU 
4 PHliUPl ftICOUU 












54044 


Federal Register / VoL 45. No. 236 / Wednesday, December 7, 1983 / Notices 


JO HO JA OKI 


pi wo 


o seem seem wen *.*..-* 


-sphoifui rfTtoi ivn CO 
•405854 F-D2-072530 

-S*X0N Oil CiWAHf 
•484761 F-06064774 

•SCANDRUl INC 
8405701 K-07-063S52 

-5€£lT Oft CO 
8405593 # Of 073075 

~senfca Resources c^f 
84B5/35 #-*? *40751 

•SMCU 0!t CO 
84«57t? rei-ewHi 
a«.055J0 F-oi-om/if 
84058*3 F-04-O73fl<,9 

0415709 #-01-095782 _ 

-SOUTHEASTERN resources cow* 

S405»44 F-70-O49»41 4213334226 

-SOUTHLAND ROYALTY CO 
8415848 r on 8??17| 

0495047 F-C0-072J45 

-srtwcf* petrol run co 

8405484 f-70-072P83 

I I *5 col 

84«5ft9t F-70-O7394S 4234732439 

-sum fxn. i prod co - mdusioh 

0405097 F-04-07309? 4204739331 

-SUM IVPlORfVtOM I PRODUCTION CO 
8403843 #10 072374 42«3»mu 

0403913 F-04-073270 

5405559 F -08-0 73044 
-SUPFRIOR Oil CO 
04037*3 F-04-007871 
8404000 T-OB-a^u^s 

-Hw*«eco on cott*ANt 

«403?64 #-00-070)53 

-TEXACO INC 
8495 ?6S F-8A-P44178 

B405B30 F-08072534 

-TEXAS AMERICAN Oil CORP 
8485844 P 08-873973 6231732448 

-THOMAS 0 COFFMAN INC 
8405744 #03-044247 4214831458 

-IM0MP50H J CLEO I JAMES CUO JR 
04OS497 F-7C-061728 4210534147 

8405719 P-7C-0S691S 

8405718 F-7C-066914 

•ltlHllY RlSOURCES INC 
8405842 8-02-0/3045 

-T5PI INC 

8405787 F-10-07C330 

-1XO PRODUCTION CORP 
- 8405/36 r-04-048771 

8405745 8-03064315 

8405844 F-08-072101 

-ONION OIL COMPANY OF CALIF 
8405887 F-08-072418 4243191248 

-UNION TEXAS PCTROllUM 
8405721 F-08-087809 4238931147 

8405786 F-08-071 1 30 4213500000 

-UNIT DRILLING • F XPt ORA T ICN CO 
8405742 F-10-064)77 4229531132 

-VOtVO PETROL FUJI INC 
8405700 7-09-062784 4209731849 

-UE35CLV ENERGY CORPORATION 
8405714 F-05-044500 4229330619 

-WILLIAN M055 PROPER TIES INC 
8405883 P-7C-072870 4238532596 

-«!HN EXPLORATION/ OUl CE CO 
8405728 F-0I-06818S 6250731830 

8409717 r-0I-067247 4290731927 

8405718 F-01-067248 4250731927 

-WOOD NC5M4NE I THAWS 
8415902 F- 08-073201 4200333600 
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4229733303 

4231732212 

4250336508 

4249700090 

42057312)8 

424273166? 

4231131863 

4250531567 

4231131793 


4243130411 
4243131323 


4200333293 


4213136141 

4200333481 


4240431720 

4237134294 


4200333319 


4221909000 

4213533986 


4210533969 

4210533965 

4223931885 

4223308000 

4240931725 

4248132492 

4238931338 


RECEIVED* 

102-4 

Rtcuvto 

105 

RECEIVED' 

103 

Receive®* 

102-4 
steel VI0* 
102-2 103 

RCCEIVEO 
103 
102-4 
107-CP 
102-4 
RECEIVED* 
102-4 
RECEIVED- 
107-Tf 
103 107- 

RCCEtVEO' 
103 

RECEIVED* 

102-4 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED' 

107-DP 

103 

JOS 

RECEIVED* 

103 

102-4 103 

RECEIVED* 
103 

RfCIlVED* 

103 

103 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 
102-2 
RECEIVED* 
102-4 157- 

107-TR 
107-TF 
■ECEIVEO* 
102-4 
RECEIVED* 
103 

RECeiVEOi 

103 

103 

103 

RCCeiVED* 

107-TF 
RECE1VEO* 
103 
100 

RECEIVED* 

102-4 

RECEIVED* 
102-2 
RCCEIVED* 
103 107- 

RECEmO* 
103 

received* 

102-4 

102-4 

107-4 

RECEIVED* 

101 


• 7 


1IX04/83 J6' »Y 

FRErSCRN 01 
11/04/83 JA• TX 
EASIER 01 

11/04/83 JA* TX 

H CMt»iEY -A*' 01 
11/84/03 JA* IX 

R S SERB 01 
11/04/8 S JA * TX 

STATE TRACT 216 09 
11/04/03 JA * IX 

BLNTSEN BROS "0* 012 

f pacren oco 
h 0 eachry co •? 
i s ncciaugherty 03 
11/04/83 JA* IX 

N K COUR!Hlf "A« 

11/04/03 JA* TX 

FLINT ESTATE 05 
TF FIIMT ESTATE »4 
11/04/83 JA* IX 

PAUL M 0EAVLR IU 

11/04/83 JA1 IX 

DOORS 01 

11/04/0) JA• TX 

RUPP GAS UNIT 41 
11/04/83 JA» TX 

C 0 nCAtllSt £R UNIT 01 J 
t WICDERJUHV OCOS 
0 0 NOlT ORAY0URO list 
11/04/83 JA* TX 

WINNIE 5 WELDER 465 
UNIVERSITY *20-2* •! 
11/04/83 JA * TX 

UNIVERSITY 29-2 
11/04/03 JA* TX 

008 SLAUGHTER BLOC* 1238 
u E COUNCIL NCT -2 0162 
11/04/83 JA* TX 
MCXASKIE 03 
11/04/83 JA* TX 
IVY UNIT 02 14425 
11/04/83 JA- IX 
IF UNIVERSITY 30-7 »| 
UNIVERSITY 33-15 •! 
UNIVERSITY 31-0 ft 
11/04/83 JA 1 IX 
E CAMtfDAY 14 
11/04/03 JA* IX 
CASEY 

11/04/83 JA* TX 
PERSON 02 

RAJNOSHfR-Q4RMER 0 U 4 
10YAM "•* tl 
11/04/03 JA* TX 
U L FOSTER JR *8* 

11/04/03 JAJ TX 
CHAPARRAL *4* 91 
FASKtN 'G-AS* #3 


413 


11/04/03 

WATERS 

11/04/83 


JA* TX 


JA t TX 

MARJORIE J MCMAHON 43 
11/04/03 JA* TX 

IF 01AXE SMITH 41 107112 
11/04/83 JA* TX 

ROCKER "I" 15 
11/04/85 JA * TX 

pryqr ranch 414/ 

PRYOR RANCH 4180 
PRYOR RANCH IU0 
11/04/03 JA* IX 

lit THAN 4109 ARC 027428 


FtELD NANf 

PROD 

KEMDUl IWUCOX UOO* 

365 • 

WAR tSPIIICttT) 

20.2 

YOUHO COUNTS REGULAR 

91 6 

FiETCHFP Cccncd 

159 0 

GRASS ISLAND tPAfttmi 

0 0 

LACOPI1A (VlCXSfUPO l 

250 0 

a u p lotros) 

10B 0 

FAHD-'H .a <VUCOX UPPE 

Boa a 

a;ip (OiMOS> 

200 9 

J7U (PURDLE FALLS) 

V.0 

CONGtR PENH 

5 0 

CONCtR Pt?<N 

5.8 

HAVEOft (JENNINGS SAND 

7 9 

OICET S 151144.10 

50 0 

flDIfULA 

525.0 

KU TON W 4 HUH ION) 

110 0 

LAST 76 

940.0 

C17JDCH NORTH 

4.0 

PORI III A (9944 SAID) 

27.0 

TUNIS CREtf. (DEVINIAH 

pi. e 

AWDPfUS SOUTH (WOirCA 

0.0 

SLAUGHTER 

0 7 

JORDAN (iEVONlANI 

52.2 

SPRA0ERVY mMO AREA 

14 0 

QIDDtHCS (AUSTIN CH.;t 

131 0 

UHtVSRSITY 31 (STRUIN 

275.0 

UN1V1R6IIY 31 (51RAMI 

500.0 

UNIVERSITY 31 CSTRaUN 

301.0 

PALMETTO BEND W (•?) 

175 0 

EAST PAHHAMDIE LOU'ER 

110.0 

MILLMAHN (STIllWtU) 

8.9 

LOUISE H (2040 •) 

• 0 

TOY All 

369.9 

C014CER (PENN) 

300.9 

ROJO CiSAltOS NW (DU 

15.0 

CIRCLE Bar DEVONIAN 

20.0 

•ICRSECREC4 N E (TONKA 

350.8 

WEST W.*N0Y 

237.1 

PER50PTVIUE (COTTON V 

255 0 

SPRAICttY/TREND AREA 

18.2 

W1NN-OULCE 

0.0 

WUIM-OJICE 

0.0 

IIIIM-DUtCC 

0.0 

LIT THAN (SAN ANORTS) 

72.0 


mot a sc* 

HOUSTON PIPELINE 

PHILLIPS PETROL Ell 

' 

PEIWI GAS PIPCLIN 
DU HI QlS PtPfllM 

Tennessee c\s pip 

HPI TRANjrtfSStON 
UNITED TFX^S IRAN 
HOUSTON PIPEtlME 

U PASO HtDXOCLR6 

VAtePO TRANWISSI 
VALERO TPtHSJtiSSI 

UNION UXA1 PCIRO 

TEXAS UTILITIES F 

FLORIDA CAS IRAH3 

HE 51AR TRAHSNISSt 
UNNtlStt 67-S PIP 
AVCCO PPCDUCT| ON 

TEKN^SSEE OAS PIP 
DELHI OAS PIPfiJN 

AMOCO PRODUCTION 
PHUUPS PEIROLEU 

PHILLIPS PEIRDLCU 

SOUTH CEN-irX GAS 


LONE STAR GAS CO 
DIAMOND SH4WN0C* 

UNITED GAS PIPEi: 
TIKNESSCE C*5 PIP 
DELHI Gift PIPCLIN 

VALERO IPAR5MI5SI 
i*’t>CO rtODDCIIBP 

DIAMOND SNAMROCX 

LONf STA* CA5 CO 

UNITED TEXAS TRAN 

N04TMCPM NATURAL 

Valero trahsjtissi 

VALERO TRAHSMISS1 
GETTY OIL CO 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

18 CFR Parts 271 and 274 

(Docket Noe. RM83-3-000 end RM81-12- 
000 ) 

Reduction In Filing Requirements for 
Well Category Applications Under 
Sections 102,103,107, and 108 of the 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978; 
Regulations for Temporary Pressure 
Buildup Determinations Under Section 
108 of the Natural Gas Policy Act; and 
Correction 

Uaued: December 5,1983. 

agency: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. DOE. 

action: Final rules; notice of effective 
date and OMB control number. 


summary: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission issued a final 
rule in Docket Nos. RM83-3-000 and 
RM81-12-000, Order No. 336 (48 FR 
44508, September 29.1983) amending 
regulations for well category 
determination filing requirements. This 
document gives notice of the effective 
date and of the OMB control number for 
that final rule. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Order No. 336 is 
effective on December 7,1983. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Nancy M. Rizzo, Office of the General 
Counsel. 825 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426; (202) 357-8033. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Paperwork Reduction Act 44 U.S.C. 
3501-3520 (Supp. V 1981) and the Office 
of Management and Budget s (OMB) 
regulations, 5 CFR Part 1320 (1983), 
require that OMB review certain 
information collection requirements 
imposed by agency rule. Upon approval, 
OMB issues a control number. 

On September 27,1983, the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(Commission) issued a final rule in 
Docket Nos. RM83-3-000 and RM81-12- 
000 (Order No. 338) amending its 
regulations relating to filing 
requirements for well category 
determinations and adopting regulations 
for temporary pressure buildup 
determinations under the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978. Reduction in Filing 
Requirements for Well Category 
Applications Under Sections 102,103. 
107 and 108 of the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978; Regulations for Temporary 
Pressure Buildup Determinations Under 
Section 108 of the Natural Gas Policy 
Act. 48 FR 44508 (September 29.1983). 
The Commission therein stated that the 
rule would be effective on November 28, 
1983, unless the Commission did not 
receive OMB’s approval by that time, in 
which case the Commission would 


temporarily suspend the effective date 
of the rule. 

The Commission did not receive 
OMB’s approval sufficiently prior to the 
effective date of the rule to avoid the 
necessity of publishing a suspension 
notice. The Commission, therefore, 
suspended the effective date of this rule 
until it received notice of OMB’s 
approval. 48 FR 53694 (November 29, 
1983). 

The Commission has received notice 
that OMB approved this rule and 
assigned it OMB control number 1902- 
0112. Accordingly, this rule will now 
become effective on the date that this 
notice is published in the Federal 
Register. 

In addition, the following corrections 
are made in FR Doc. 83-26537, appearing 
on page 44519 of the September 29,1983 
issue of the Federal Register (Mimco 
page 60). A new ordering paragraph 19 
should be added on page 44519 to read 
as follows: 

19. The OMB control number (1902- 
0112) is added parenthetically after the 
text of each of the following sections: 
271.303, 271.804. 271.805, 271.806, 274.202, 
274.203. 274.204, 274.205. 274.206. and 
274.208. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FA Doc U-32B22 Filed 12-O-BJ frift 
BILLING CODE €717-01 -U 
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Proposed Rules: 

271 ___ 54648-54651 


19 CFR 

101__.......54216 

141___54217 


20 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

404 __ 54243 


10 CFR 


21 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 


2.--54243. 54499 

72-.--54499 


12 CFR 

4 -- 

5—.. 


... 54584 

. 54584 

54319 


136_ 54593 

145___«... 54593 

104. 54336 

193 54220 

561....54220 

Proposed Rules: 

161_— 54364. 54652 
















































































11 


Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 236 / Wednesday, December 7.1983 / Reader Aids 


184...54364 


436. 54364 

440- 54364 

442. 54364 

444. 54364 

446. 54364 

448- 54364 

450. 54364 

452—_. 54364 

455- 54364 

23 CfR 

625- 54336 

655- 54336 

24 CFR 

221- 54571 

570- 54329 

1895--54480 


26 CFR 


81 

— 54348. 54462 

145.. 

.54349. 54350 


180-,-54818 

271„„.™„-........ 54616 

Propo««d Rule* 

52. 54377. 54654. 54832, 

54833 

145- 54507 

773....54836 


41 CFR 

1-1...™.™ ..... 

54617 

1-16____ 

54617 

8-3.. 

... 54351 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. 7 ... 

... 54655 

42 CFR 

431_ _ 

54224 


1- 54594 

Proposed Rules: 

I - 54376 

II - 54376 

20- 64376 

25~_ 54376 

27 CFR 

9 - 54220 

26 CFR 

0 . 54595 


43 CFR 

4 2fL.. 

. 54748 

2650. 

..54483 


3460--54819 

Public Lend Order* 

6389 (Couected by 
PLO 6492)..54619 


6492___ 

....54619 

Proposed Rules: 

2700. 

....54656 


29 CFR 


2670 - 54340 

2672 - 54340 

Proposed Rules: 

1926 . 54652 

30 CFR 

Proposed Rules- 

906 - 54249 

938 - 54251 

946 - 54376 

33 CFR 

100 . 54222. 54223 

204 - 54596 

207 - 64596 

Proposed Rules: 

204 - 54253 

35 CFR 

111 - 54599 

36 CFR 

223 --- 54812 

1151 - 54223 


44 CFR 

65---- 54483. 54820 

Proposed Rules: 

67.....54508. 54659 

46 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 


310 ..54245 

508----54256 


47 CFR 

22- 54619 

64 —. 54351 

Proposed Rules 

Ch I- 54518. 54667 

22 --.... 54668 

73 - 54669 

97 - 54670 

48 CFR 

Proposed Rules 

Ch. 5 _ 54379. 54523, 54524 

49 CFR 


37 CFR 

304 _ 54223 

38 CFR 

3-- 54482 


1152 - 54235 

Proposed Rules 

Ch. X. - 54844 

23 _ 54379 

1056 - 64644 


672...54525 


LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS 


Last Listing: December 6. 

1983 

This Is a continuing list of 
public bills from the current 
session of Congress which 
have become Federal laws. 
The text of laws is not 
published m the Federal 
Register but may be ordered 
m individual pamphlet form 
(referred to as “slip laws") 
from the Superintendent of 
Documents, U S. Government 
Porting Office. Washington, 

D C. 20402 (phone 202-275- 
3030) 

S. 1341/Pub. L. 98-199 

Education of the Handicapped 
Act Amendments of 1983. 
(Dec. 2. 1963; 97 Stat 1357) 
Price: $2.75 

HJL 2395/Pub. L 98-200 

To extend the Wetlands Loan 
Act (Dec. 2. 1983; 97 Slat 
1378) Price: S1.50 

H.R. 2785/Pub. L 98-201 
To amend the provisions of 
the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act relating to the scientific 
advisory panel and to extend 
the authorization for 
appropriations for such Act 
(Dec. 2. 1983; 97 Stat 1379) 
Price: $1.50 

H.R. 2906/Pub. L 98-202 

To amend the Arms Control 
and Disarmament Act in order 
to extend the authorization for 
appropriations. (Dec 2, 1983; 
97 Stat 1381) Price $1 50 

H R. 3765/Pub. L. 98-203 
To declare that the United 
States holds certain lands in 
trust tor the Las Vegas Paiute 
Tribe (Dec. 2. 1983; 97 StaL 
1383) Price: $1 50 

H.R. 4252/Pub. L. 98-204 
To suspend the noncash 
benefits requirement for the 
Puerto Rico nutrition 
assistance program, to provide 
States with greater flexibility in 
the administration of the food 
stamp program, and for other 
purposes (Dec. 2. 1983, 97 
Stat. 1385) Price: $1 50 


39 CFR 

Proposed Rule*; 


10.-54831 

3001-... 54254 

40 CFR 

52.~....54347. 54599 


50 CFR 

654 - 54821 

658 . 54821 

Proposed Rules: 

611 —. 54525 

663 --.......... 54671 

671 . 54383 


S. 505/Pub. L. 98-205 
To designate the Federal 
building to be constructed in 
Savannah, Georgia, as the 
"Juliette Gordon Low Federal 
Building". (Dec. 2. 1983; 97 
Stat. 1387) Price: $1 50 


HJ. Res. 311/Pub. L 98-206 

To proclaim March 20, 1984, 
as "National Agriculture Day" 
(Dec. 2. 1983; 97 Stat 1390) 
Price: $1.50 




















































































Order Now! 

The 

United States 
Government 
Manual 1983/84 

As the official handbook of the Federal 
Government the Manual is the best source of 
information on the activities, functions, 
organization, and principal officials of the agencies 
of the legislative, judicial, and executive branches. It 
also includes information on quasi-official agencies 
and international organizations in which the United 
States participates. 

Particularly helpful for those interested in where 
to go and who to see about a subject of particular 
concern is each agency’s “Sources of Information” 
section, which provides addresses and telephone 
numbers for use in obtaining specifics on consumer 
activities, contracts and grants, employment, 
publications and films, and many other areas of 
citizen interest. The Manual also includes 
comprehensive name, and subject/agency indexes. 

Of significant historical interest is Appendix A, 
which describes the agencies and functions of the 
Federal Government abolished, transferred, or 
changed in name subsequent to March 4. 1933. 

The Manual Is published by the Office of the 
Federal Register, National Archives and Records 
Service, Genera) Services Administration. 

S9.00 per copy 


Order Form Mail To 

Enclosed is S _D check. 

□ money order, or charge to my 
Deposit Account No 

LI 1 1 I I I l-D 

Order No._ 


Superintendent o« Documents. U S Government Printing Ottice. Washington. D C 20402 


MasterCard and 
VISA accepted. 



Credit Card Orders Only 
Total charges $ 

Fill m the boxes below 


C-ii n owei e *•*•*»*•*» • 

_ I 

**ee *«« 0**>ee 


Credit 
Card No 


□ n l l l l 11 i 11 i I I I I m 


Expiration Date 
Month/Year 


am 


CrwQ# oden may be tetephor*o ro fha GPO otJtn 
<*** at ( 202)703 3238 ho* 6 00 am to 4 00 pm 
eeatern tma Monday Ft .day *oi>dJb*t 


Pteete send me copies of The United States Government 

at $9.00 per copy. Stock No. 022-003-01099-* 


Manual. 19*3/54. 


PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE 

Company or Personal Name 


1111 1 111 111 


1 1 1 

111 1 ! 

Mill 

M M 

1 1 

Additional address/attention line 

LI 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

street address 

JIM II 1 1 1 1 1 


1 1 1 

Mill 

Mill 

ii M 

1 1 

Li n i i i i i i i 


1 1 1 

Mill 

State 

1 1 LLJ 

ZIP Code 

II II 

1 1 

(or Country) 

M 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 


-LLL 

JJ II 1 

Li 1 1 1 

1111 

JJ 


For Office Use Only 

Quantity Charges 

- Publications _ 

- Subscripts __ 

Special Shipping Charges - _ 

international Handling _ 

Special Charges _ 

OPNR _ 

- UPNS 

— Balance Due 
- Discount 

_ Refund BS2 




















































